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STATEMENT OF DR. FORBES, 
RESPECTING 


MR. GUTHRIE’S ACTION AGAINST THE 
LANCET—THE LATE DUEL, &c. 


( Copy.) 


To prevent the effects of the misrepre- 
sentations which have been too widely cir- 
culated, and, in some instances, too easily 
believed, on the subject of the differences 
between Dr. Forses and Mr. Gururie, re- 
specting the late legal process of the latter 
against the Editor of Tue Lancer, Dr. 
Forbes, in pursuance of the advice of his 
friends, and that the truth of the circum- 
stances may be known to the profession, 
thinks it right to make public the following 
statement of facts, as well as the accom- 
panying correspondence, on the subject. 

Nearly a year ago Dr. Forbes heard, from 
several persons, that some pupils of the Eye 
Infirmary had expressed themselves very 
freely at the mode in which the business 
of the Institution was conducted, and had 
complained of the hurried manner in which 
the patients were attended. He mentioned 
these reports to Mr. Guthrie, and expressed 
his fears that some public animadversion 
might be the consequence of these ra- 
mours ; at the same period, he likewise ex- 
pressed his opinion, that ‘‘ stimulating ap- 
plications to the eye were too indiscrimi- 
nately used, and not a sufficient attention 
paid to the constitutional treatment in the 
practice of the Infirmary.” This subject 
was too often adverted to by Dr. Forbes 
and Mr. Guthrie for the latter to have for- 





~ LONDON, SATURDAY, 


gotten it; and the same opinion was ex- 
pressed both to pupils and others, so that 
these sentiments of Dr. Forbes were well 
known. 

Some time after this, in consequence of 
Dr. Forbes having heard it reported that 
the patients of the Infirmary were treated 
with harshness, and being himself of the 
same opinion, he thought it his duty, at the 
next meeting of the Committee, to make the 
following statement, which was recorded on 
the minutes :-— 


« Extract from the Minute Book of the Infirmary. 


Royal Westminster Infirmary for Curing Dis- 
eases of the Eye, 9, Warwick Street, Golden 
Square. Menday, 5th March, 1827. 


At a Meeting of the Committee held this 
day, Dr. Forbes stated, That the atten- 
dant Davis is extremely negligent in 
the executiva of the duties of his si- 
tuation, and extravagant in the expen- 
diture of the articles committed to his 
charge ; also, that his rude aud boiste- 
rous conduct to every one, but parti- 
cularly to the patients, is highly offen- 
sive; that his conduct generally is cal- 
culated to bring the Infirmary into dis- 
repute. It has come to Dr. Forbes’s 


ed out of doors of being treated harshly 
at the Infirmary. The number of pa- 
tients attending there has considerably 
diminished. 

I certify the above to be a true extract 

from the minute-book. 

J. Courtney, Secretary.” 


In Tus Lancer of Saturday the 26th of 
May, appeared the following paragraph :— 


“« The patients of the Westminster Infir- 
mary for Diseases of the Eye, are ordered 
to attend on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Sa- 
turdays, and though coming from Kilburn, 
Paddington, Chelsea, and other places iu 
the environs of town, are frequently obliged 
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ears that some patients have complain- . 
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to return without the sought advice. Dr. 
Forbes examines about a third of 150 of 
these poor creatures, the rest are to be seen 
by Mr. Guthrie, who does not arrive till 
half past twelve o’clock, and sometimes not 
at all, and there does not appear to be any 
efficient house surgeon to act in his absence. 
It is sad work.” 





The truth of this paragraph was so appa- 
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ing ; or to Mr. Guthrie, 2, Berkeley Street, 
Berkeley Square, between the hours of two 
and four every day.” 
















This is the letter of admission as it stood 
on the 26th of May, the date of the para- 
graph in Tux Lancer. 


Dr. Forbes left a note upon the table, 


rent to Dr. Forbes, that he immediately call- | stating, that he thought the change of hour 
ed upon one of the Vice Presidents of the In-| om ten to half-past eleven would be incon- 


stitution, and expressed his regret that Mr. | 


venient to the patients, as it would interfere 


Guthrie should have exposc:' himself and the | with their dinner time ; and, also, that he 
Infirmary to be so animadverted upon. On) could not pledge himself to be regular in his 


the morning following the publication of 
this paragraph, Mr. Guthrie wrote a aote 
to Dr. Forbes, requesting him to call in 
Berkeley Street, for the purpose of making 
Some alteration in the admission ticket of 
the Infirmary. Dr. Forbes's engagements 
preventing his calling at the time proposed | 
by Mr. Guthrie, he did not see him, but 
found the old'ticket (of which the follow- 
ing is a correct copy) on his table, with the 
proposed alterations inserted :— 
‘* ROYAL WESTMINSTER INFIRMARY, 
FOR 


DISEASES OF THE EYE, 
No. 9, Warwick Street, Golden Square. 








Treasurer, 
S. Rerp, Esq., 4, Berkeley Street. 
Physician, 
Dr, Fores, 25, Argyll Street. 
8 


urgeon, 
G. J. Gurunre, Esq., 2, Berkeley Street. 
Secretary, 
J, Counrney, Regent Circus. 

upper, 

Mr. Lesse, 18, Princes Street, Cavendish Sq. 

Admit 

of Parish, 

Dated 


Governor. 





N.B. The Patients are desired to at- 
tend on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Satur- 
days, at Teno’Clock in the Morning. Each 
person to bring a small box and bottle for 
such medicines as may be ordered. 

Poor persons afflicted with other diseases, 


25, Argyll Street, on Monday, Wednesday, 
and Saturday, at nine o'clock in the morn- 














J. Courtney, Regent Circus. 


P 
Mr. Lesse, 18, Princes Street, Cavendish Sq. 


N.B. The patients are desired to attend 
can obtain gratuitous advice on the recom-|on T uesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays ; 
mendation of a Governor of the Institution, | each person to bring a small box and bottle 
by presenting this Ticket to Dr. Forbes, | for such medicines as may be ordered. 

Dr. Forbes attends on Saturdays at Half- 
past Exeven 


own attendance at the newly - proposed 


Without any further communication with 
Dr. Forbes, Mr. Guthrie had the new ticket 
printed. Thus the hour of visit on Satur- 
day the 26th of May, the day on which the 
paragraph appeared in Tue Lancet, was 
ten o'clock ; but Saturday, June the 2d, the 
day on which Mr. Guthrie's letter of reply 
was published, the hours had been changed 
to half past eleven for Dr. Forbes, and to 
half past twelve for Mr. Guthrie. 


** ROYAL WESTMINSTER INFIRMARY, 


FOR 


DISEASES OF THE EYE, 
No, 9, Warwick Street, Golden Square. 





Treasurer, 


S. Reep, Eoq.. 4, Berkeley Street, 


hysician, 


Dr, Fonnes, 25, Argyll Street. 


Surgeon, 


G. J, Gurmniz, Esq., F.R.S., (Sargeon to 
the Westminster Hospital) 2, Berkeley 
Street, Berkeley Square. 


Secretary, 


Cupper, 





Parish 
Dated 


Governor. 











MR. GUTHRIE’S ACTION 
Mr. Guthrie on Tuesdays, at Half-past 
Twelve. a 


Dr. Forbes and Mr.Guthrie on Thursdays, 
from Half-past Eleven till Half-past One. 

Poor persons afflicted with other diseases, 
can obtain gratuitous advice on the recom- 
mendation of a Governor of the Institution, 
by presenting this ticket to Dr. Forbes, 25, 
Argyll Street, on Monday, Wednesday, and 
Saturday, at nine o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. Guthrie will give advice to poor per- 
sons afflicted with surgical diseases, on Tues- 
days and ‘Thursdays, at half-past one o'clock, 
after the business of the Infirmary is over ; 
and, if their cases require an operation, he | 
will take them under his own care, into the | 
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Thursdays, and Saturdays, at 12 o'clock, 
The whole duty is done by Dr. Forbes on 
Saturdays, and on Tuesdays by me. It is 
performed conjointly cn Thursdays, or by 
either, as the case may be, a message being 
sent by Dr. Forbes to me, or vice versa. 
The patients receive a numbered ticket on 
their arrival, and are called up for examina- 
tion by tens. The students know that I 
leave home on foot as soon after 12 as possi- 
ble, and neither patients nor students ex- 
ost me to arrive until a quarter past 12. 
My carriage is never ordered to come for 
me until a quarter before two. During the 
ten years] have been surgeon to the In- 
firmary, I have not failed three times in my 








attendance on the Tuesday, or day when I 
aig! mals was alone expected, I have not been absent 
This is the letter of admission, as altered twenty times on the Thursday during the 
on the 27th of May, printed during the week, | same bree ; oe. I = not ex- 
. pected on the ay, ve been gene- 
with the change of hours of attendance. rally present for a roll or shorter period 
Compare it with Mr, Guthrie’s letter of the|of time. On the other four days in the 
26th of May. week, I frequently call at the Infirmary to 
ese particular cases, or every one of them ; 
and when any of the out-patients are in 
ROYAL WESTMINSTER INFIRMARY.- | danger of losing an eye, I direct them to 
| come to my house, at ten in the morning, on 
To the Editor of Tur Lawcer. |the intervening days, Two men (one of 
| them Thomas Moody, of 12, New-street, 
Sir,—So long as the observations you wert | Broad-street) are now availing themselves 
pleased to make on me, in your Journal, of this privilege. The house-surgeon of 
were merely personal, or related tamy office |the Infirmary, Mr. Tebbs, will have been 
as one of the Council of the College of Sur-| two years in his office next September, and 
geons, I refrained from noticing them ; but is better qualified to treat diseases of the 
now that you have thought proper to pub- eye than nine-tenths of the surgeons in 
lish 9 statement regarding the Royal West- | London.* 
minster Infirmary for diseases of the eye,| Iam aware that this statement may not 
which, whilst it implicates my conduct in be considered sufficient proof by all your 
the performance of the duties of its Sur-| readers, that the one you have published is 
geon, also declares that the r persons | the gross and infamous falsehood 1 deem it ; 
who are applying to the charity for advice |and I have no doubt the person who fur- 
and assistance are neglected, I feel it due|nished you with it, will readily supply 
to those noblemen and gentlemen, who, at | another of the same description. In order, 
my repested solicitations, have given it their therefore, to put the matter out of doubt, I 
support, to declare, that the whole of the invite you to visit the Infirmary on Tuesday 
defamatory part of the following paregraph,|next, the 29th of May, at a quarter past 
copied from Tue Lancer of this day, Sa- | twelve, when you shall have the opportunity 
turday, May 26, is an infamous and malig- of inquiring both of the students and pa- 
nant falsehood :— | tients, as to the correctness of the charges 
‘The patients of the Westminster In-| you have made ; and as I am personally un- 
firmary, for diseases of the eye, are ordered acquainted with you, the production of this 
to attend on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and) ___ w7 Basti . 
Saturdays, and, though coming from Kil- 
burn, Paddington, Chelsea, and other places, * This person, who was the house-pupil 
in the environs of town, are frequently|on the %6th of May, on the morning when 
obliged to return without the sought advice. | the paragraph in Tur Lancer appeared, is, 
Dr. Forbes examines about a third of 150 of | for the first time, denominated nouse-sur- 
these poor creatures ; the rest are to be seen| Grow by Mr, Guthrie, in his letter of the 
by Mr. Guthrie, who does not arrive till same date. He had been rejected once, if not 
half past 12 o’clock, and sometimes not at | twice, at the College of Surgeons ; and, ac- 
all; and there does not appear to be any | cording to Mr, Guthrie’s own confession, made 
eflicient house surgeon to act in his absence. | to Dr. Forbes on the 17th of December, the 
It is sad work.” day previous to the intended trial, is ignorant 
The days of attendance are Tuesdays, | of anatomy— Note by Dr.F. 
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Westminster Hospital.” 
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letter will ensure you a civil reception, and 
perfect freedom of inquiry. 
I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
G. J. Guturiz. 
2, Berkeley Street, 
May 26, 1827. 
Lancet, June 2, 1827. 


Dr. Forbes openly expressed his opinion 
and regret, that there was some ground for the 
animadversion in Tug Lancer, and should 
have repeated that opinion to Mr. Guthrie 
himself, had that gentleman ever consulted 
him on the subject. But it is remarkable 
that every step that Mr, Guthrie took with 
regard to Tus Lancer, from his letter of 
the 26th of Mey, containing an invitation to 
the editor to visit the Infirmary, to the com- 
mencement of his suit, was taken without 
the slightest communication being made to 
Dr. Forbes, who knew of his intentions only 
through the medium of public report; but 
whenever he did hear it, he always expressed 
himself sorry that Mr. Guthrie should have 
any intention of prosecuting Tus Lancer, 
since he thought that some part of the ma- 
nagement of the Infirmary gave but too 
much room for animadversion. Had Mr. 
Guthrie communicated with Dr. Forbes 
previously to his letter to Tue Lancer, or 
previously to his prosecution of the editor, 
these opinions would have been candidly 
expressed to him ; and it is scarcely possi- 
ble, openly as they were expressed, that he 
could have been ignorant of them; but as 
Mr. Guthrie chose to take every step, even 
to that of inviting the editor of Taz Lan- 
cet to visit the Infirmary, without the 
slightest communication with his colleague, 
it was not certainly Dr. Forbes’s place to 
intrude his opinion or advice upon Mr. 
Guthrie’s notice. 

It was not till the 11th of December that 
Mr. Gathrie afforded Dr. Forbes any oppor- 
tunity of communicating his sentiments, an | 
opportunity of which Dr. Forbes immedi- | 
ately availed himself, as will be seen in his | 


letter of the 12th of December, (vide No. 1,| now,” or words to that effect. Mr. Guthrie 
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in the accompanying correspondence,) de- 
livered at the Eye Infirmary at three o'clock 
on that day. To this letter Mr. Guthrie 
made no reply, and Dr. Forbes only forebore 
pressing for one out of consideration for the 
additional occupation of his time, which the 
approaching trial must have created, On 
the 14th of December, Dr. Forbes received 
a subpena from the Editor of Tar Lancer, 
when he immediately called upon several 
friends, stating his unwillingness to appear 
from the fear that questions might be asked, 
which would elicit answers that might he 
construed unfavourably to Mr. Guthrie, 
and finally resolved on that course of con- 
duct which was considered by himself and 
his friends as the most likely to avoid this 
result. (Vide letter No. 4, from Mr. Samuel 
Beazley to Mr. Guthrie, Dec. 20, and a 
letter from Mr. John Hardwick, No. 17, to 
the same effect.) Dr. Forbes showed the 
subpeena to Mr. Guthrie the next day, stat- 
ing, that he had sent the sovereign which 
accompanied it, to the Fund for the Relief 
of the Widows and Orphans of Medical 
Men, &c. This was certainly affording an 
opportunity for explanation and discussion ; 
but the only observation made by Mr. 
Guthrie was, ‘‘ Why did you not give the 
sovereign to the Building Fund of the In- 
firmary ?’’ On Monday morning, Decem- 
ber 17th, the day immediately previous to 
that fixed for the trial, Mr. Guthrie called 
upon Dr. Forbes while he was at breakfast, 
and stating, that as he had been subpenaed 
by the opposite party, it would be a bad 
compliment if he did not receive one from 
him, gave Dr. Forbes a subpena, and for 
the first time, communicated with him upon 
the subject, and, as far as Dr. Forbes’s me- 
mory can furnish an account of a hurried 
and desultory conversation, this communi- 





cation was to the following effect :—Mr. 
Guthrie—“ 1 suppose we are agreed with 
regard to our practice at the Infirmary ?” 
Dr. Forbes replied, ‘‘ Oh yes, I believe so 


ine tb) ee a ok 
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then said “ that he should take credit to him- 
self for the introduction of the use of strong 
stimulating applications to the eye in cases of 
chronic inflammation ; that he would, how- 
ever, pay Dr. Forbes a compliment in the 
course of the trial, and that Mr. Travers would 
appear in Court to give his opinion of the 
beneficial effects of stimulating applications 
in chronic diseases of the eye.” Mr. 
Guthrie had scarcely left the house, when | 
Dr. Forbes began to fear that, in partially 
agreeing with him in regard to their prac- 
tice now, he might suppose that he had in- 
tended to admit more then he could have 
been warranted in doing, by the opinion 
which he had so often expressed, both to 
Mr. Guthrie and others, and which it was 
impossible Mr. Guthrie could have for- 
gotten, when he put these questions to Dr. 
Forbes on the morning of the 17th. The 
moment, therefore, that Dr. Forbes thought 
he should fiud Mr. Guthrie at home, he 





called at his house, for the purpose of ex- 
plaining to him more particularly some 
points of their conversation, lest he should 
have been misunderstood, and supposed to 
have admitted more than he intended, or 
that Mr. Guthrie, from his recollection, 
could have imagined that he intended. Mr. 
Guthrie not being at home, Dr. Forbes re- 
peated his call between five and six o'clock, 
and Mr. Guthrie not being returned, desired 
the servant to say that he had called twice, 
and that he would call again at nine, as he 
had something very particular to say to him, 
and that if Mr, Guthrie should return in 
the meantime, Dr. Forbes begged that he 
would call upon him in Argyll Street, where 
he would be till half past eight. Dr. Forbes 
again called upon Mr. Guthrie at nine 
o’clock, and still not finding him at home, 
wrote the note No.3 in the correspondence, 
as a more explicit confirmation of those 
opinions, of which Mr. Guthrie had long 
been well aware. This letter, which forms 
the basis of Mr. Guthrie’s complaint, Dr. 
Forbes declares most solemuly, was written 
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with the best intention, because it appeared 
to him that Mr. Guthrie calculated cer- 
tainly upon his stating nothing but what was 
favourable to the suit. Dr. Forbes thought 
it right and fair to put him in possession in 
writing of his real sentiments, that he might 
not be taken by surprise in the course of 
Dr. Forbes's examination by the defendant, 
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or be induced unguardedly to cross-examine 
him on points, where his opinion might be 
contrary to that which Mr. Guthrie had 
calculated upon. It is the lateness of this 
explanation which forms Mr. Guthrie's only 
ground of complaint, and yet it is remark- 
able that Dr. Forbes sought to give this 
explanation within three hours, and actu- 
ally did give it within twelve hours of the 
very first communication which Mr. Guthrie 
thought proper to make to Dr. Forbes, on 
the subject of his prosecution of Tue Lan- 
cet. Presuming, therefore, which cannot 
be the case, that Mr. Guthrie was ignorant 
of Dr. Forbes’s sentiments, who was to 
blame for this ignorance, or who was 
answerable for this delay, and who, under 
such circumstances, can imagine that this 
note, or, indeed, that any mere difference 
of opinion could have been the ground of 
Mr. Guthrie’s withdrawing the record? Dr. 
Forbes was as much surprised, as every 
body appeared to be, at this circumstance ; 
and, on quitting the Court, asked Dr. James 
Johnson, if he knew the reason for such a 
Dr. James Johnson's reply was of 
such a nature, as induced Dr. Forbes the 


result, 


next morning, to send his friend, Mr. 
Samuel Beazley, to him, to desire an ex- 
planation, to contradict any statement that 
could possibly give rise to such an opinion 
as that expressed by Dr. James Johnson, 
and to declare that, efter such contra- 
diction, he should hold any body personally 
responsible for assertions, which he could 
not but consider as derogatory to his honour. 
Dr. James Johnsen fairly and candidly gave 
the names of the gentlemen from whom he 
had derived the impression, including that 
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of Mr. Guthrie—Dr. Forbes, therefore, 
felt, that it was the principal, Mr. Guthrie, 
to whom he ought to apply for the necessary 
explanation, that it was a question entirely 
between Mr, Guthrie and himself, and that 
no one else ought to be involved either in 
their disputes or their consequences. Mr. 
Beazley then being well known to Mr. 
Guthrie, as well as to Dr. Forbes, at his 
own suggestion, wrote the letter No. 4, 
which was followed by the accompanying 
correspondence, which Dr. Forbes leaves 
without a comment. But it is particularly 
necessary to direct the reader’s attention to 
Dr. Forbes’s statement of the conduct 
evinced to him at the Eye Infirmary, on his 
first official visit after the day of the intended 
trial, and which it must be observed occurred 
during the progress of this correspondence. 

Having by the letter, No. 11, obtained 
from Mr. Guthrie a distinct denial of having, 
in any degree, authorised this treatment, and 
having satisfied Dr. Forbes and his friends 
by his removal of Mr. Ward from the In- 
firmary, and having also obtained from him, 
in the same letter, a distinct acknowledg- 
ment, that he had no intention of im- 
puting to Dr. Forbes any improper motive 
in the evidence which he might have been 
called on to give at the trial, it was imagined 
that this disagreeable affair had been brought 
to a favourable conclusion. But Dr. Forbes 
having thus waited till he settled with the 
principal, felt it incumbent upon him to call 
upon Mr. Thomson for an explanation of, or 
apology for, his conduct at the Infirmary, 
both on account of his own feelings, as well 
as from the circumstance of his being repre- 
sented in Mr. Guthrie’s note, (No. 7,) as 
being near thirty years of age, and answer- 
able for his own conduct. After Mr. Guth- 
rie’s admission, Dr. Hume, supposing there 
could be little difficulty in ‘prevailing on a 
person who had never received the slightest 
provocation from Dr. Forbes to retract the 
insulting words he had made use of, went to 
Mr. Thomson to explain to him what had 





taken place between Dr. Forbes and Mr. 
Guthrie, with the admissions made to Dr. 
Forbes by the latter. I state what passed in 
Dr, Hume’s own words. _ 

Mr. Thomson acknowledged, “ that he did 
it with premeditation.” Mr. Thomson re- 
ferred him to his friend, to whom Dr. Hume, 
in the fullest and clearest manner, pointed 
out every thing that could remove any un- 
favourable impression which might have 
been made on the mind of Mr. Thomson, of 
Dr. Forbes’s conduct. This, however, had 
no effect, and it was therefore necessary to 
call upon Mr. Thomson for immediate per- 
sonal satisfaction, which that gentleman did 
not hesitate in granting. For the result of 
this meeting, the reader is referred to the 

tatement of the ds, printed at the end 
of the correspondence. The only observa- 
tion on this circumstance, which the friends 
of Dr. Forbes think proper to make, is, that 
it may be considered rather surprising that 
Mr. Guthrie, being perfectly aware of what 
had taken place with Mr. Thomson, should 
suffer a whole week to elapse, without taking 
any step whatever to prevent that which he 
must have known would be the result; and 
thus have relieved Dr. Forbes from the pain- 
ful necessity of meeting a gentleman as an 
enemy, with whom he could, and ought to 
have had, no cause of dispute. 

After such a result as this with Mr. 
Thomson, Dr. Forbes and his friends, feel- 
ing that he might be liable to the same in- 
sult again from Gentlemen with whom he 
could have no cause of dispute, determined 
to address the letter No. 15, to Mr. Guth- 
tie, holding him responsible for any insult 
to which Dr. Forbes might be subjected at 
the Infirmary. 

From this statement of facts, it appears 
to Dr. Forbes, that any unbiassed person 
must be of opinion, that Mr. Guthrie must 
necessarily have been aware of Dr. Forbes’s 
sentiments ; 1st, from several previous con- 





versations ; 2dly, from his complaints of the 
method of managing the Institution ; Sdly, 

















from his representation to the Committee ; 
and, finally, from his letter No.2, of the 
igth of December; and yet Mr. Guthrie’s 
only complaint against Dr. Forbes, and the 


only ground that has been stated for his 


unwarrantable treatment at the Infirmary 
is, that Dr. Forbes kept Mr. Guthrie in 
ignorance of these sentiments until the night 
of the 17th December. That this was not the 
case, Dr. Forbes thinks is most fully proved 
in the foregoing statement ; but presuming 
that it had been so, whet right had Dr. 
Forbes to force his opinions upon a gentle- 
man who, at such a period, exhihited in his 
conduct such a total want of confidence as 
to suffer him to learn every step that was 
taken in the affair, either from public ra- 
mour or from Tne Lancer itself; for Dr. 
Forbes was not aware of Mr. Guthrie's re- 
ply to the paragraph of the 26th May until 
he saw the letter in Tne Lancer of the 
#4 of June, and how could Dr. Forbes, 
with any respect to his own character, open 
a communication on a subject in which Mr. 
Guthrie had thought proper to take steps 
of such vital importance to the Institution, 
and tending to a public exposure of its 
management and practice, without once 
consulting his colleague. Were any addi- 
tional proofs wanting of Mr. Guthrie’s know- 
ledge of Dr. Forbes’s sentiments, it would 
be found in his own conduct from the period 
of his commencing his process against Tur 
Lancet; for what could have prevented 
his communicating and consulting with Dr. 
Forbes, and what could have prevented his 
subpenaing so natural an ally and witness 
upon such an occasion, as his own col- 
league, but the certainty he must have pos- 
sessed of the difference of opinion which 
must have existed between them. It is 
true that Mr. Guthrie did, at last, on the 
17th of December, four days after the sub- 
pena hed been received from Tur Lancer, 
and only one day preceding the intended 
trial, give Dr. Forbes a subpena ; but this 
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Mr. Guthrie, that it was done as a aie 


matter of form, and because it would look 
invidious not to serve him with a subpena, 
since he had received one from the opposite 
party. 

(Signed) Cuas. F. Forses, 
“ CORRESPONDENCE, 


—— 


“ PREFATORY STATEMENT. 





To prevent the possibility of misrepre- 
| sentation, my friends have urged me to 
| print the whole of the correspondence aris- 
|Ing out of the misunderstanding between 
myself and Mr. Guthrie respecting the Royal 
Westminster Infirmary for diseases of the 
eye. 

It is unnecessary for me to make any 
| observations on the facts which these letters 
contain, as they will, I hope, be found to 
prove that the line of conduct which I have 
pursued has been one of candour towards 
Mr. Guthrie ; that the differences in our 
opinions, both as respecting the general ma- 
nagement of the Eye Infirmary, as well as of 
the medical treatment of the patients, bad 
never been concealed by me ; and that these 
differences had been well known to Mr. 
Guthrie. Mr. Gathrie’s letter (No. 8.) is 
so satisfactory on these points, that it 
seemed impossible the matter shonld have 
gone any further. 

The line taken by Mr, Thomson disap- 
pointed this expectation, and gave occasion 
to the meeting of which an account is given 
in No. 18. 


C. F. Fornes.”’ 
Argyll Street, Jan. 1828, 





“No. L 


MR. GUTHRIE TO DR. FORBES. 


Tuesday, Dec, 11, 1827. 
My dear Forbes,—I send you a statement 
of the numbers admitted at the Infirmary 
for the last five months of the years 1826 
and 1827, by which you will perceive one 
hundred and seventy-six increase. As the 
committee meets to-morrow at three, [ 
think it better the statement should be 
made by you, than that it should come in 
any other way before it; and I shall there- 
fore leave it to you, provided you are of that 
opinion. In all other matters we are of 
the sume thinking; and if the committee 
determine on any thing in regard to Davis, 
I have no sort of objection to whatever it 
may be, provided we get another before he 











was accompanied by an observation from 





is dnmiseed. Iam in hopes, however, to 
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learn something in a day or two about our 
building, and then there can be no diffi- 
culty, 
Ever yours, 
(Signed) G.J,.Guruare. 


Admitted..., 1826. 1827. Increase. 
July..secos. 121 151 30 
August...... 85 128 43 
September ., 103 138 35 
October....,. 100 141 41 
November... 77 104 27 


(Initialled) -G.J.G.” 


“* No. II. 
DR. FORBES TO MR. GUTHRIE. 


Argyll Street, Dec. 12, 1827. 

My dear Guthrie,—I have received no 
summons to attend the Committee of the 
Eye Infirmary to-day, nor will it be in my 
power to do so, should any meeting take 
place, as I am obliged to be at Lambeth at 
3 o'clock. I entertain the same opinion as 
formerly, that the present hours of attend- 
ance at the Eye Infirmary are extremely in- 
convenient to the geet, by infringing upon 
that time which is required for preparing 
and partaking of their family meal. 

1 am sure, had the former hour of attend- 
ance, (ten o’clock,) been continued, that the 
number of patients would not have dimi- 
nished as they did after the change was 
made; but that the numbers would have 
stood much higher now than they do. 

With regard to Davis, I consider that | 
have done my duty in bringing his conduct 
before the Committee with a view to his 
removal ; and his still continuing is contrary 
to my opinion and wishes. He is a person 
in every respect improper to fill the situa- 
tion he does. He is neither honest nor 
sober ; he is negligent in the discharge of 
his duties ; rude and impertinent to his su- 
periors, and brutal in his conduct to the 
patients, 

With respect to myself, I am very far 
from being satisfied with my position at the 
Infirmary ; nor, indeed, can I continue, con- 
sistently with what is due to my own cha- 
racter, to remain in it, unless it be very 
materially changed. It is only a few days 
ago that, having left the Infirmary, after 
prescribing for the patients, you arrived, 
and very unceremoniously changed the 
treatment I had previously prescribed for 
two patients: the one, a woman, was or- 
dered by you to apply leeches where I had 
not considered them necessary ; the other, 
a man, in 7 counter-ordered cup- 
ping, where I had considered it necessary 


to prescribe it, in order to relieve the pa- 
tient from pain and inflammation following 








the application of the strong ointment of the 
nitrate of silver by you a day or two before. 
I consider that I have occasion to complain 
of your baving made Mr. Ward (whom 
Davis, the surgery-man, has informed me 
is the house-pupil at the Infirmary) a me- 
dium of communication with me u a 
subject, which, indeed, as on all subjects 
connected with the Institution, should be 
made by you and me to each other, either ver- 
bally or by note, and not delegated to a third 
person, particularly to a pupil, who address- 
ed me in a style bordering upon petulance, 
and to which L cannot permit myself to be 


again exposed. 
Ever yours, 
(Signed) Cuas. F. Fonses, 
G.J. Guthrie, Esq. &c.” 


“* Extract from the Minute Book of the 
Infirmary. 


Royal Westminster Infirmary for curing diseases 
of the Eye, 9, Warwick Street, Golden 
Square, Monday, 5th March, 1827. 


Ata meeting of the Committee held this 
day, Dr. Forbes stated, That the at- 
tendant Davis is extremely negligent 
iu the execution of the duties of his 
situation, and extravagant in the ex- 
penditure of the articles committed to 
his charge ; also that his rude and bois- 
terous conduct to every one, but parti- 
cularly to the patients, is highly offen- 
sive ; that his conduct generally is cal- 
culated to bring the Infirmary into dis- 
repute. It has come to Dr. Forbes’s 
ears, that some patients have com- 
plained out of doors of being treated 
harshly at the Infirmary. The number 
of patients attending there has consi- 
derably diminished. 


I certify the above to be a true extract 
from the minute-book. 


J. Courntywey, Sec.” 


« No. III. 
DR. FORBES TO MR. GUTHRIE. 


Dear Guthrie,— This is the third time of 
my calling to-day without finding you at 
home, to say, that with reference to your 
question put to me this morning, whether 
we were agreed in our practice at the Eye 
Infirmary, you must be aware that it is many 
months since I told you it was my opinion 
that stimulating applications to the eyes of 
the patients, were too indiscriminately used, 
and that constitutional treatment was, in 
many cases, not sufficiently attended to. [ 
merely mention this, because it is possible, 
though not probable, that questions might 
be put to me conceroing the practice, in 














which event I should feel myself compelled 
to state as above. 
Yours ever, 
Cuas. F. Forses. 
Monday evening, half past 9, 
Dec. 17th, 1897,” 


“No. IV. 


MR. S. BEAZLEY TO MR. GUTHRIE. 


29, Soho Square, Dec. 20, 1827. | 

My dear Sir,—IJn consequence of Dr. | 
James Johnson's having said to Dr. Forbes, | 
that ‘ the impression was that he would | 
give evidence unfavourable to your practice | 
in the late cause between yourself and Tue | 
Lancer,’ I yesterday called upon that gen- | 
tleman on the part of Dr, Forbes for an ex- | 
planation ; when, in addition to the general 
rumour which had induced him to express 
such an opinion, Dr. Johnson stated that 
the same impression had been made upon 
your mind, and that on leaving the Court 
you had said so to him. 

Under these circumstances, my dear Sir, 
I feel it a duty both to yourseif and Dr. | 
Forbes to state, that, on receiving the sub- 
pena,* Dr. Forbes immediately called upon | 
me, and fearing that the intention might be | 
to put questions with the view to inculpate 
you, it was agreed between us, most cheer-| 
tully on the part of Dr. Forbes, that he 
should answer no questions that had any 
such tendency, without first appealing to 
the opinion of the judge as to the necessity | 
of his doing so. He also expressed himself 
most unwilling to go into the Court as a 
witness. 

With respect to the letter from which 
this unfounded surmise has arisen, I am of 
course no judge of the subject ; but cannot | 
look upon it in any other light than as a dif- | 
ference of opinion with regard to practice, 
which must occasionally exist among gen- 
tlemen of all professions, and the expres- 
sion of which being a mere matter of opi- 
nion, could have had no influence on the 
present occasion, 

I trust that the motive which has dictated 
this letter, will be a sufficient apology for 
my addressing you en the subject, 

And remain, my dear Sir, 
Yours very truly, 
Samve. Beazer. 

G. J. Guthrie, Esq.” 





“No. V. 
MR. GUTHRIE TO MR. BEAZLEY. 
2, Berkeley Street, Dec. 21, 
*riday. 
My dear Sir,—I1 beg to acknowledge 
your note, received late last evening. I am 





bare: “Foon the Editor of Tus Lancer. 
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so hurried by various professional engage- 
ments, (being in the act of going to Lime- 
house,) that I trast you will excuse me if I 
do not reply until to-morrow. 
Very truly yours, 
G. J. Guruere. 
S. Beazley, Esq. 


During the interval between Mr. Beaz- 
ley’s letter and Mr. Guthrie's reply, Dr. 
Forbes experienced that unwarrantable and 
unprovoked treatment at the Infirmary, 
which produced the following statement and 
correspondence between Dr. Ferbes and 
Mr. Guthrie.” 


“ No. VI. 
DR. FORBES TO MR. 


Dear Guthrie,—As I have through the 
whole of our differences endeavoured to be 
perfectly open, I inclose you a statement 
which I have now drawn up of the treat- 
ment to which I was most unwarrantably 
exposed on my last visit to the Infirmary, 
and which I have already submitted to Sir 
James M‘Gregor; and although 1 am un- 
willing to suppose that such conduct could, 
in the remotest degree, be authorised by 
you; yet, from all the recent circumstances, 
and from the false reports which are of 
course repeated to me, with regard to my con- 
duct in your trial with Tue Lancer, Lfeelita 
duty te request to know distinctly from your- 
self, that such has not been the case; and if 
it has not, I feel assured that you, as my 
colleague, for your own sake as well as 
mine, will feel the absolute necessity, that 
some public mark of reprobation, from the 
principals of the Institution, should be at- 
tached to such conduct. 

Expecting to hear from you immediately 
upon this subject, 


GUTHRIE. 


I am, ever yours, 
C. F. Forsgs.” 
Night, 10 o‘Clock, 


Saturda 
Dee. 22, 1827. 


“* Dr. Forbes's Statement of the circumstances 
which occurred at the Westminster Eye 
Infirmary, on his visit this morning, 
December 20th, 


On entering the Infirmary, I was accosted 
by Mr. Ward and Dr. Auchinlech, who, in 
a very rude and insolent tone, called me, 
while I was prescribing for the patients, 
into Mr. Ward’s room, and told me I had 
been guilty of an untrue statement, in 
denying the correctness of the book of 
entry of the patients, in which they felt 
their characters were implicated. Notwith- 
standing the insulting manner in which this 
attack (for I call it nothing else) was made 
upon me, I assured them, upon my honour, 


that I had not the slightest intention of 
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casting any imputation upon them; that|had nothing to do with Mr. Ward, or any 
they had been at the Infirmary but a short | pupil who presumed to address me in the 
time, whilst the book in question had been | manner he did, or words to that effect. In 
used for years; and that it had been kept | addition to this, I have to state that, on 
exposed in an open drawer; and that the | entering the roomin which I was prescribing 
entries had been made by any body who for the patients, Mr. Thomson, upon my 
happened to be at hand, but by no one in bowing to him, said, “‘ Dr. Forbes, 1 request 
particular ; that this being the case, I was | you will never speak to me again: you have 
surprised to find that they should conceive, betrayed your friend Mr. Guthrie, by 
that I could have meant to attach any blame | writing that letter to him of Monday night 
to either of them; but that, as it appeared | (Dec. i7).” 
to be so, 1 was ready to declare, either pub- | “No. VI 
licly or privately, by writing or by printing, | No. VII. 
that I had no intention of casting aot t rd MR. GUTHRIE TO DR. FORBES. 
upon any individual; but that { could not * ; ee ae 
onepeiiien the book to be a document to | 2, Berkeley Street, Dec. 23, 1827. 
be depended upon ; because, according to| Mr. Guthrie, in reply to Dr. Forbes’ 
my own observatious, the patients were less | note, received at eleven last night, and 
numerous than they had been before the | statement of the insults offered to him by 
hours were changed. | Dr. Auchinlech, Mr. Thomson, and Mr.Ward, 
Without paying attention to this explana-|at the Infirmary on Thursday, distinetly 
tion, Mr. Ward, in the same insulting tone | disavows any knowledge of, or participation 
and manner, said, “‘ Sir, had you stated this| in, the transaction. He regrets Mr. Ward 
upon oath before a court of jystice, you|should have conducted himself improperly 
would have perjured yourself. I am your to Dr. Forbes, as he gave him strict direc- 
equal in every respect.” I replied: ‘* Re-| tions on Wednesday evening to observe 
collect, Sir, that you are a pupil, and that I | that respectful demeanor towards him which 
em a physician to this Institution.” On/is due to the physician of the Infirmary. 
which Mr. Ward said, “ I am house-sur-| He repeated these directions in writing on 
geon, Sir.” To which I answered, “ There | Saturday (yesterday) morning, and he has 
is no house-surgeon to this Institution that | this day desired Mr. Ward, being his arti- 
I know of—you are the house-pupil.” To | cled student, to remove from the Infirmary. 
this Mr. Ward added, in the same insulting | Dr. Auchinlech being a graduate in medi- 


manner, “ Then, Sir, you should have 
stated this before the Committee when I 
signed the return.” 

I thought it derogatory to my situation, 
to continue this discussion with pupils who 
are supposed to be learning their profession 
at an Institution to which I am physician, 
and therefore was about to retire, but Mr. 
Ward continued his insulting language ; 
and, amongst other things, said, that the 
reason that the patients did not appear to 
be so numerous was, because they would 
not see me; and that, as a proof of that, he 
had put aside Mr. Guthrie's numerical 
tickets, which would show the truth of 
what he had asserted, 1 asked Mr. Ward, 
if he was not aware, that I always gave such 
patients, as desired to see Mr. Guthrie, an 
opportunity of doing so, and that I always 
encouraged this desire whenever it was ex- 
pressed. J also reminded Mr. Ward, that 
the —_ whose cases were strictly sur- 
gical I never interfered with, but was in 
the habit of referring them to Mr. Guthrie. 
Having seen all the patients who presented 
themselves, nineteen in continuous num- 
bers, at half past twelve o'clock, as I was 
quitting the Infirmary, Mr. Ward again ad- 


dressed me in the same rude manner, de- | 


cine, and Mr. Thomson a surgeon resident 
in London, neither of them being students, 
nor under Mr, Guthrie’s control, and both 
being near thirty years of age, must be an- 
swerable for their own conduct. Mr. Guth- 
rie considers that Dr. Forbes’ note to him 
| of last Monday evening puts an end to all 
communications between them.” 


“ No. VII. 


MR. OCUTHRIE TO MR. SAMUEL BEAZLEY. 
2, Berkeley Street, Dec. 22, 1827. 


My dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge your 
letter of the 20th, received late the same 
evening ; and in reply to your question 
have no hesitation in stating, that the note 
Dr. Forbes wrote in my room, and left at 
my house at half past nine o’clock on Mon- 
day evening, but which I did not receive 
until my return home at eleven, caused me 
to ailopt the line of conduct I pursued next 
morning, in withdrawing the record in my 
trial against Mr. Wakley. When I brought 
an action against the Editor of Tue Lancer 
for a libel, it wasnot to recover damages on 
account of the matter being libellous, (al- 





though tru=) but to prove that every state- 


siring to know whether | wished to see Mr.| ment in it was false, and on that ground to 
Guthrie's tickets as compared to my own; obtain a verdict. As a public man, I con- 
to which 1 made no other reply, than that I | sider all my public acts open to investiga- 
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tion and animadversion. I only ire that 
the statements on which the animadversions 
are made shall be true. Every one of those 
which I impugned in Tue Lancer, I declared 
to be false ; and the insinuations resulting 
from them to be equally without foundation. 
Points on which I believed myself to be 
prepared with evidence, nothing could de- 
te or overturn. 

That Dr. Forbes, from certain trifling dif- 
ferences, which had existed for the last 
year and a half (but which had no reference 
to the practice of the patients), might not 
prove a friendly witoess, I was assured ; 
but to all the observations made to me, that 
he would turn out decidedly hostile, I al- 
ways, (although perhaps very unadvisedly) 
denied its possibility, declaring that he nei- 
ther could nor would say any thing against 
me, in the event of his being called ov the 
trial. 

Dr. Forbes informed me the beginning of 
last week that his friend Mr. Wardrop had 
written him a note, saying the Editor of 
Tue Lancer intended to subpena him, Dr. 
Forbes, and Sir James M‘Gregor, but that 
it was only on some question relative to 
Mr. Alexander, which I told him was ab- 
surd, and merely to conceal the real object. 
On Thursday last, the 13th, in consequence 
of a letter I had received from Dr. Forbes 
the evening before, in answer to one of 
mine, but which does not advert to this sub- 
ject, I requested him to accompany me into 
the house-surgeon’s room at the Infirmary, 
and, in a conversation of nearly half an hour's 
duration, went over several points connected 
with the establishment, which he had no- 
ticed in that letter, os well as with relation 
to its future prospects, and our own pro- 
ceedings, and drew his attention to the 
great success which had attended the three- 
fold increase I hud latterly made to the 
stimulatory plan of treatment; a success 
which almost appeared magical, and which 
would, I thought, be decisive as to the mode 
of practice to be adopted hereafter in all 
chronic cases. I ventured to suggest, that 
as he had, on the subjects in question, fallen 
into a misconception, he should for the fu- 
ture be certain offence was intended before 
he believed it; and I expleined that in no 
instance in which he had supposed it to be 
offered, had it been intended. I conceived 
he was perfectly satisfied with the explana- 
tion. Some friends of mine still persisting 
that Dr. Forbes would give evidence as a 
witness injurious to me, and such as 1 did 
not expect, I determined on coming to what 
I thought would be a distinct understanding; 
and I accordingly waited on Dr. Forbes on 
Monday morning last at ten o’clock. After 
a few minutes’ conversation direct to the 
purpose,_I left him with the conviction, that 
whatever questions might be put to him, he 
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would say nothing detrimental to me—fa- 
vourable I did not e . At an adjourned 
meeting of the Committee of the Infirmary, 
held at half past three o'clock, the same 
day, (at which I was not present, being en- 
gaged at the College of Surgeons), it was 
proved, that between the months of March 
and November, both inclusive, the number 
of patients admitted on the books had in- 
creased by upwards of 170 above the num- 
ber of the corresponding mouths of the years 
1825 and 1826, demonstrating to the satis- 
factioa of every member of the Committee 
that Dr. Forbes’ statement, made in March 
last, that the number of patients had di- 
minished on account of the change of the 
hour of attendance, was an error, the in- 
crease of that month of March alone being 
jeighteen. This statement, in which my 
;name was not mentioned, although the 
| change in the hours of attendance was made 
at my request, was what the Editor of Tne 
Lancer, in his correspondence, was pleased 
to call a protest. Dr. Forbes did not deny 
that the books proved the fact of an increase; 
but he declared the impression still existed 
| in his mind that the numbers bad diminished ; 
jand, ifcalled upon in Court, the next day, 
| he should give evidence to that effect, al- 
' though the Committee should pass a vote of 
j thanks for the attention which led to such 
jincrease. This was communicated to me 
at the same time as I received Dr. Forbes’ 
note, viz. on Monday evening, at eleven 
o'clock, on my return from a consultation 
with my counsel. I was then also informed 
that Dr. Forbes had called on me at five 
o’clock, and again at seven, previously to 
writing the note in my room at half past 
nine. If Dr. Forbes had been satisfied in 
his own mind that he had made me fully 
aware of his intentions, in either of our con- 
versations of the preceding Thursday, or of 
that morning, he would not have called on 
me three times in one evening toexplain, or 
have thought it necessary to leave me a 
note expressive of his determination on the 
subject; viz. to give that which I take to 
be the strongest possible evidence against 
me, or the only point of any importance in 
the libel with which he was in any way ac- 
quainted, 

To have gone into Court to have myself 
abused, should not have minded, provided 
a complete and triumphant proof of the false- 
hoods and insinuations stated had followed, 
certified by a verdict giving heavy damages ; 
but to subject myself to that abuse, and then 
to have my colleague called as a witness, 
and to have him give evidence in unequivo- 
cal support of the matter of the libel, could 
only have obtained for me the appellation 
of a blockhead: I had more sense than to 
do it. 

I admit that Dr. Forbes is fully entitled 
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to entertain his own opinion of me, and of 
my practice, and to have given it on this 
very trial, if he pleased. I do not complain 
of this ; but I confess I was hurt to find he 
had allowed me either to misunderstand 
him, or to remain unacquainted with his 
intention to act decidedly against me, until 
it was too late to take any other course than 
that which I was obliged to adopt, and the 
reason for which I was obliged to give, 
namely, that I found my colleague had de- 
termined to give evidence directly against 
me. It is necessary also to inform you, that 
on going into Court, I met and asked Dr. 
Forbes if he was determined to abide by his 
letter to me of the preceding evening. He 
replied he was ; to which I said, it would 
put an end to the proceedings, and left him. 

If Dr. Forbes had written to me the same 
Jetter on the day he was subpewna’d, or re- 
ceived the intimation from Mr. Wardrop of 
the intention of the Editor of Tne Lancer 
to do it, 1 should have been prepared ; and, 
however I might have been annoyed, | 
should have been obliged by his timely in- 
formation, and for which (although late) I 
do still feel obliged, when compared with 
that course you say, in your note, he had 
intended to pursue, and which would have 
proved more injurious than any open decla- 
ration aguinst me. 

That Dr. Forbes’ conclusions relative to | 
my practice are erroneous, I am ready to | 
prove. The practitioners ani students at- 
tending the practice of the Infirmary will, 
I am confident, support that proof toa man: 
an examination of the patients now attend- 
ing will establish it on every point; and for 
that proof and that examination I have ap- 
plied, requesting the treasurer to take such 
measures with the Committee as will enable 
the governors of the charity, who are pro- 
fessional men, to make the necessary in- 
quiry. , 
I am, my dear Sir, very truly yours, 

(Signed) G. J. Gurnars. 


I have annexed a copy of Dr. Forbes’ let- 
ter ;* and it is necessary I should add, that 
Dr. Forbes did say to me, some months 
ago, and previously to the appearance of the 
libel in Tue Lancer, he had heard it said, 
out of doors, that we used stimuiants more 
than other people, and less of general treat- 
ment, and that we should certainly be at- 
tacked in Tur Laycer. To which I re- 
plied, that if Tne Laycer proved we were 
wrong we would amend ; if what was said 
was false, we would resist it; that 1 knew 
it arose altogether from envy at the popu- 
larity and reputation the Infirmary had ac- 
quired ; that I was always changing my 
remedies and plans as long as the effect did 





* Letter No. 3. 





not correspond with my expectations; and 
that I wished he Seeks te team. when 
he would soon be convinced by the result. 
The word “ indiscriminately" was never 
used, to my recollection : and if Dr. Forbes 
had made use of such an offensive expres- 
sion to me from himself, I should have im- 
mediately separated my patients from his, 
and all communication would have ceased 
between us. 
(Signed) G.J.Gutrurts. 


“ No. IX. 


MR. BEAZLEY TO MR. GUTHRIE. 


Soho Square, Dec. 24th, 
My dear Sir,—In acknowledging the re- 
ceipt of your reply to my letter, which 
came yesterday, and which I have of course 
forwarded to Dr. Forbes, I have to thank 
you for your attention to my communica- 

tion, 
Believe me, yours truly, 
S. Beazvey.” 


« No. X. 


MR. BEAZLEY TO MR. GUTHRIE. 


29, Soho Square, Dec. 24, 1827, 
11 o'Clock, night. 

My dear Sir,—You are aware from my 
note that I immediately forwarded your 
communication to Dr. Forbes, who, I am 
sorry to say, does not admit your answer to 
be a correct statement of the circumstaaces 
between you; but, independent of this, as 
it by no means contains a distinct denial of 
your having stated that he intended to give 
his evidence against you, you make it com- 
pulsory on him to say, that as he never 
could have an idea of either friendly or hos- 
tile evidence, (using your own expressions), 
he must require a distivet denial of any 
imputation on your part implying, either 
directly or indirectly, that he could have 
been influenced by any thing else than his 
own conviction of the truth; and at the 
same time, certain parts of your communi- 
cation require a distinct acknowledgment 
from you whether the substance of his let- 
ter of the 12th instant, and from many pre- 
vious Conversations, you were not in posses- 
sion of his sentiments with regard to the 
points upon which you imagined hs could 
be examined. Allow me from myself to say, 
that, having read Dr. Forbes’ note of Mon- 
day evening the 17th, on which you lay so 
much stress, it seems to me that it can be 
considered only as a more complete expla- 
nation of a paragraph of his letter of the 
12th December, and by no means a new 
point of difference in opinion, of which you 
had been unaware until the receipt of that 
letter. 
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Regretting, my dear sir, that I am the 
medium of such a communication, 
Believe me, &c. &c. 
Sam. Brazier. 
G. J. Guthrie, Esq.” 


«No. XI. 
MR. GUTHRIE TO MR. S. BEAZLEY. 


2, Berkeley Street, Dec.25, 1827. 

My dear Sir,—I am most ready to make 
any admission which may be satisfactory to 
Dr. Forbes, and at the same time consistent 
with my own honor. 

I believe, in any thing Dr. Forbes might 
have said of me as an evidence, he would 
have spoken from a conviction of its truth, 
although I am equally satisfied that if he 
had made use of the expressions contained 
in his letter to me of the 17th instant, that 
conviction, however honest, would have 
been founded in error. In regard to the 
nature of the evidence which Dr. Forbes 
gave me to understand I might expect—it 
was this: That although little differences 
of opinion had existed between us, and did 
still exist, they were not of a nature to in- 
duce him to say any thing detrimental to 
my professional reputation. 1 was per- 
fectly aware, that if pressed, Dr. Forbes 


would have said that I used stimulants more | 


than he did, which would have been a mere 
difference of opinion of no consequence ; 
but to say ‘ they were too indiscriminately used, 
and that constitutional treatment was, in many 
cases, not sufficiently attended to,’ was also ex- 
pressing an opinion'as to my want of judg- 
ment, which could not have failed to make a 
strong impression in every quarter, and 
which appeared likely to be highly detri- 
mental to me, as coming from my colleague, 
the physician to the Infirmary, and being in 
fact in direct support of the matter of the 
libel. It is the opinion of all my friends at 
this moment, and of my solicitor, that it was 
not, nor is, my interest to go into Court 
with such evidence against me, although I 
should even obtain a verdict. Dr. Forbes 
says, he neither intended his evidence 
should be friendly or hostile tome. This 
was precisely what I expected—what I was 
prepared for previously to the receipt of his 
letter of the 17th. But with my view of 
that letter I could not besitate. No one 
will deny the right of judging for myself, 
and if 1 conceived the evidence which Dr, 
Forbes states in that letter he should be 
compelled to give, if examined on those 

ints, would be highly detrimental to me, 
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evidence would be against me, and that I 
therefore did not think fit to go to trial, 
(which I certainly did say,) he has only to 
publish that letter (if he thinks it neces- 
) in the journals, and the profession 
will then judge whether his view or mine of 
the matter be correct ; and to the judgment 
of that profession I am willing to submit. 
Dr. Forbes’ letter of the 12th does not ad- 
vert to 5 opinion he was to give in evi- 
dence. e only passage which can be 
construed to relate to it is, that concerning 
@ man in whom cupping was delayed, and 
to a woman for whom leeches were ordered 
A me. I explained the next day to Dr. 
orbes, that of the woman I actually knew 
nothing. I did not recollect having seen 
such a person ; and that if she had asked me 
to allow her to apply leeches, I had given 
my consent without knowing she had seen 
Dr. Forbes. With respect to the man, I 
told Dr. Forbes it was I had the right to 
complain, inasmuch as the man was under 
my care for a particular treatment, viz. the 
| strong argentum nitratum ointment; the ef- 
| fect of which I had publicly explained to the 
students before him, stating that the inflam- 
mation was always increased for three or 
four days, when it declined, leaving a great 
improvement in the state of the patient. 
This man, who had been.desired to remain 


below always for me, presented himself by 


mistake to Dr. Forbes on the ¢d day after 
the application had been made, which was 
marked on his letter. Dr. Forbes imme- 
diately ordered him to be cupped. When I 
arrived, 1 expressed my regret Dr. Forbes 
should have seen him, and desired the house- 
surgeon to suspend the cupping for two 
days, as it would interfere with the progress 
of the case, and obscure the effect of the 
remedy. 

Having thus given you every eupisetoe 
in my power, I do not think a prolongation 
of this correspondence can lead to any fur- 
ther beneficial result, and wil! therefore beg 
of you to believe me, with great regret for 
the trouble I have given, 

Very truly, your obliged servant, 
enw G, J. Gururie. 

S. Beazley, E 

If there should be occasion to write to 

me, pray do me the favour to let your letter 

reach me between ten and twelve of the 

forenoon.” 


“No. XII. 


MR. 8. BEAZLEY TO MR. GUTHRIE. 





am at loss to understand why I should be 
called upon to declare my opinion to be the | 
reverse. If any charge is made against Dr. | 


29, Soho Square, 
Wednesday, Dec. 26, 1827. 
My dear Sir,—I am happy that your 


Forbes by the profession, in consequence of | letter of yesterday enables me to say that I 
my having said to Dr. Johnson, that I un- | cannot but consider your distinct acknowledg- 


derstood from Dr. Forbes’s letter that his ment that Dr. Forbes could not have been in- 


| 
/ 
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fluenced, had he been called on to give evi- (transactions connected with 
dence of any thing else than his conviction of tion of the Editor of Tus 


our proseeu- 
ancet,—Dr, 
the truth, as perfectly satisfactory, and that | Forbes cannot help feeling more than asto- 
your denial of having intended to cast any | 2ished at his being after all under the pain- 
imputation on him that could imply any ful necessity of calling Mr. Thomson (with 
thing more than a mere difference of pro- | whom he never had the slightest difference) 
fessional opinion, which you must allow any to account for expressions used towards 


man has a right to express, removes the ne- 
cessity of any further explanation. 

I conclude of course that you can have no | 
objection to Dr. Forbes or his friends mak- | 
ing use of your letter to remove any con-— 
trary impression that may have been re-| 
ceived ou the subject. } 

I beg leave to express my pleasure at) 
such a satisfactory conelusion having been 
~- so painful a correspondence by the) 
rankness and cendour with which you have_ 
met the question, 

And believe me, my dear Sir, 
Very truly yours, | 
. & BaZLBY, 


G, J. Guthrie, Esq.” 





“ No, XIII. 
| 


2, Berkeley Street, Dec, 27, 1827. 
My dear Sir,—In reply to yn letter of 
the 26th inst., I beg to say, 1 can have no 
objection to Dr. Forbes or his friends mak- 
ing any use they yease of my letters; but I 
trust it is distinctly understood, that if this. 
implies publication, the whole correspond- 

ence must be published, and not a part. 

I am, my dear Sir, 
Very truly yours, 


G. J. Gurnais 
S. Beazley, Esq.” 


* No, XIV. 


29, Soho Square, Dec. 27, 1827. 

My dear Sir,—I had no allusion to publi- 

cation in my letter of yesterday. Iam no 

advocate for it in the case of private indi- 

viduals, unjess there is any absolute neces- 

sity, which I do not at present see in this 

affair ; but if any should arise, of course it | 

must be of the whole, and not any particu- | 

lar part of the correspondence. | 
Believe me, very truly yours, 

8. Beazcry, | 

G. J. Guthrie, Esq.” 





“No, XV. 

MR. BEAZLEY 10 MR. GUTURIE. 

29, Soho Square, | 

Dec. 31, Monday evening. | 

My dear Sir,—Notwithstanding your | 
mission of the 25th inst., which 1 was happy 
in considering as a complete denial on your 

part of any imputation on Dr. Forbes’ mo- | 

tives in his conduct towards you in the late, 





| 


him, and which could only have been in 
consequence of impressions which he had 
hoped would have been done away with by 
you, as much for your own sake as for that 
of Mr. Thomson. As, however, it does not 
appear that any step was taken by you 
either to prevent that unfortunate circum- 
stance, or to hinder a repetition of similar 
occurrences, Dr, Forbes feels himself com- 
pelled, from a proper sense of what is due 
to himself, to inform you, that as he cannot 
again condescend to put himself on a footing 
with any of those gentlemen who, either as 
students or visitors, may be in attendance 
at the Eye Infirmary, and with whom he 
can have no cause of personal dispute, he 
must hold you responsible for auy incivility 
or insult which he may in future receive 
whilst in the performance of his duty at 
that Institution, from any one connected 
with it. 

This declaration would have been for- 
warded to you yesterday evening, but that I 
had unde from Dr. Hume that it was 
likely I might receive a communication from 
you in the course of this day, which proba- 
bly might have prevented the necessity for 
it altogether. 

Believe me, my dear Sir, 
Yours faithfully, 
S, Beazuxy, 
G. J. Guthrie, Esq.” 


* No, XVL 


2, Berkeley Street, 2d Jan. 1828. 

My dear Sir,—In reply to your letter of 
the Sist ult., delivered at eleven at night, 
I beg to refer you to mine to Dr. Forbes of 
the 23d ult., in answer to his letter and 
statement of the 22d, in which my feelings 
and sentiments are expressed in a manner 
which cannot, I believe, be misunderstood, 
and from which I will not deviate: never- 
theless, whenever Dr. Forbes shall think fit 
to call upon me in the manner to which I 
presume you allude for any occurrences 
which may take place at the Infirmary, I 
shall be ready to answer him, I| am sorry 
you should not have judged it expedient to 
attend to the wish expressed in my last 
letter of sending yours to me between the 
hours of ten and twelve in the morning, and 
I must therefore request, that if any further 
communication be necessary after this very 
long correspondence, it may be made to 
my friend Dr. Gordon, et his office, No. 5, 
Berkeley Street, under whose advice 1 have 
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acted, and in whose hands ithe letters which 
have passed between us are placed. 
lam, my dear Sir, very truly, 
your obedient servant, 
G.J.Guruate, 





S. Beazley, Esq.” 


“ No. XVII, 
MR. JOHN HARDWICK TO DR. FORBES. 

Albany, K., 5, Monday, Dec. 24. 

I am exceedingly vexed, my dear Doctor, 
to hear that within the last few days you 
have been so much annoyed by a report, 
that it was in consequence of your intention 
to give evidence against Mr. Guthrie, in his 
action against ‘Ime Lancer, the cause was 
ultimately withdrawn. That such was not 
your intention 1 am perfectly convinced, 
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|8on for satisfaction, the parties met at half- 
|}past three o'clock this day, on Clapham 
Common, (Dr. Forbes accompanied by his 
| friend Dr. Hume, and Mr. Thomson by Mr. 
| Burn of the 53d Regiment,) when, having 
| exchanged two shots, an attempt was made 
‘on the part of the seconds to bring about 
|an accommodation, which, however, proved 
unsuceessiul, A third brace of pistols were 
then discharged, when Mr. Burn asked Dr, 
Hume whether he did not think the busi- 
ness had been carried sufficiently far for the 
honour of both parties?’ Dr. Hume and Mr. 
Burn then conferred together, and agreed 
that they could not, consistently with their 
own characters, permit the affair to proceed 
any further, however much they might re- 
gret that a reconciliation had not been 
effected. The parties then left the field. 


from the conversation I had with you almost 
immediately upon the receipt of the sub- 


} 


(Signed) J.R. Home, M.D., 


. pena, in the course af which you more) 5.0 a ang Hospitals, 
than once unequivocally expressed your! 7 eae hae : 

, concern at being called as a witness by the | Lieut. 53d Regiment. 

adverse party, lest from a difference of opi- | (Copy.) 


nion that had long subsisted between your- 
self and Mr. Guthrie, and which io “2, Berkeley Street, Jan. 11, 1828, 
tleman well knew, with respect to some; Mr, Guthrie cannot prevent the corres- 
points of practice, and the general adminis-| pondence being printed or published, which 
tration of the affairs of the Eye Infirmary, | bas taken place on the occasion of the mis- 
any thing should be elicited from you, in| understanding between Dr. Forbes and 
the course of the inquiry, that might be himself, if Dr. Forbes, or his friends, think 
considered as prejudicial to Mr. Guthrie’s fit to do it. He feels, however, the great 
cause. But, situated as you were, it was impolicy of bringing their private differences 
your determination not to utter one syllable before the public, more especially with the 
more than was necessary to answer the comments of one of the interested parties, 
questions put to you by counsel. Thus and holds himself absolved from any partici- 
much truly and straight-forwardly you, as a/ pation in it. 

man of honour, felt yourself bound to do| Mr. Guthrie abandoned his trial with the 
without reference to consequences. That/editor of Tne Lancer, to avoid the public 
if it should have the effect of weakening) discussion of all differences between them. 
Mr. Guthrie’s appeal to a jury, howmuch-| He admitted, in their subsequent corres- 
soever it might be a subject of regret, you pondence, all that he could consistent with 


f never would descend for him, or any man | honour and truth for the same purpose, and 
living, to what might seem to approach to| which correspondence he does not wish to 
f evasive or equivocal testimony. ‘This! well renew. He regrets he has not succeeded, 
i recollect was the substance of your obser-| but feels satisfied his character is above all 
5 vations on the subject of the ———. that | injury. 
r so far from willingly stepping forward to| Mr. Guthrie now thinks, that if the dis- 
‘ give evidenoe that might io any way tend to|semination of Dr. Forbes’s unfavourable 
prejudice Mr. Guthrie, you lamented to me | Opinions, (as expressed in his letter of the 
t the painful position in which you found | 17th of December,) of so small a portion of 
I yourself so unexpectedly placed. his practice as is derived from the treatment 
$ Yours ever, of diseases of the eye, must take place 
I J. Harpwick, | through the medium of the press, it will be 
y Dr. Forbes.” | sufficiently counteracted by a knowledge of 
° the following fact, which all persons may 
t No. XVIIL verify on visiting the Infirmary, ‘‘ That 
- . Mr. Guthrie is held in such high estimation 
t Certified Account of the Meeting between Dr, by the poor who fill the welting-<oem, and 
" Forbes and Mr. Thomson. sometimes the ges, to the number of 
v London, 29th Dec. 1827, |140; that they will cheerfully wait, if 
0 Mr. Thomson having publicly made use| necessary, his arrival for an hour, in order 
, of an expression to Dr. Forbes, which made | to obtain his advice, from which it will be 
e it incumbent upon him to call on Mr. Thom-| readily inferred, they derive the advanteges 
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they expect. The students and officers of 
the public service acknowledge, with equal 
gratitude, the instruction they receive from 
his opinions, and the observation of his 


practice. 

Mr. Guthrie renews his distinct under- 
standing, that if the correspondence is to be 
printed, it be the whole and nota part. He 
considers this to be his observations on Dr. 
Forbes's last memorandum.” 

[The end of correspondence between Dr. 
Forbes and Mr. Guthrie.} 


GUTHRIE U. WAKLEY. 


Tue following letter will put our readers 


in possession of the particulars relative to | 


Mr. Guthrie's final retreat from the Court of 
Common Pleas, 


FAIRTHORNE AND LOFTY TO 
MR. WAKLEY. 


* 35, King Street, City, March 3, 1828. 
Yourself—ats—Guthrie. 

Dear Sir,—In answer to your application, 
made for the purpose of learning the final 
disposition of this cause, we beg to apprise 
you, that on the 18th of December, the 
cause was regularly called on for trial, and 
the record withdrawn hy the plaintiff's 
attorney. From thence, until the following 
term, no step was, or could be, taken ; but, 
on the 23d of Jan. last, (the first day of 


LETTER OF MESSRS. FAIRTHORNE AND LOFTY. 


* GUTHRIE 0. WAKLEY. 


Wednesday, Jan, 25. 

Upon reading the consent of the attorneys 
|for the defendants, it is ordered that the 
| plaintiff do, and shall pay to the defendants, 
or their attorney, costs to be taxed by one 
of the prothonotaries of this Court, and upon 
| Payment thereof, that the plaintiff have 
leave to discontinue the proceedings had in 
| this action. By the Court, at the plaintiff's 
instance.’ 

In pursuance of this rule, one of the pro- 
thonotaries of the Court taxed the costs as 
between party and party, in the presence of 
the attorneys for plaintiff and defendant, 
and the amount then ascertained was paid 
im a week, or ten days, afterwards. 

We direct your attention to the words 
party and party, because there are two 
modes for the taxation of costs. Under that 
adopted in your case, the fees paid to coun- 
sel for consultation were not allowed, nor, 
in fact, were the whole of the fees paid to 
your advocates, on the delivery of the briefs 
allowed. You will understand, therefore, 
that the difference of expense arising from 
taxation of the costs as between party and 
party, instead of as between attorney and 











Hilary Term,) a clerk of the attorney for|client, must be borne by you, notwith- 
the plaintiff called at our office, and stated, | standing the plaintiff has discontinued the 
that he had applied at one of the judge’s| proceedings. This was one of the many 
chambers to take out a summons for leave | topics touched by Mr. Brougham, in the 
to discontinue the action on payment of | House of Commons, in his elaborate speech 
costs, and had learned from the judye’s/|on the state of the law; and one which, in 
clerk, that a summons of this description | his judgment, calls for a remedy, inasmuch 
could not be had, unless with the consent of | as an individual having no right whatever 
the defendant's attorneys, and the object of | to bring an action, may nevertheless insti- 
his visit to us was, to obtain such consent, |tute one; and though he subsequently 
Now we might have withheld it, and have |abandon it, and pay the costs, yet the rule 
adopted the usual course of moving for imposing the payment of costs in such a 
judgment, as in case of a nonsuit, for not | case, does not compel the liquidation of all 
proceeding to trial, but this we declined to the costs incurred by the opposite party, or, 
do, and, by immediately giving the required | in other words, does not render the seceding 
consent, saved the plaintiff further costs. party liable to the costs, as betwetn attorney 
The consent given, the plaintiff on the and client. 

same day obtained a rule, of which the | We remain, dear Sir, yours truly, 
following is a copy :— Farrtuorne anp Lorry.” 





DR. JAMES JOHNSON. 


THE LANCET. 
London, Saturday, March 8, 1828. 


—— 

Wuenw our readers shall have perused the 
extraordinary correspondence, which occu- 
pies so large a space in our present Num- 
ber, they will, perhaps, be of opinion, that 
it requires no comment, Comment, how- 
ever, we pledge ourselves that it shall re- 
ceive; and that upon a scale commensurate, 
not, indeed, with the importance of Mr. 
Gururzit—for he is a person about whom 
the public is probably not over-anxious, and | 
upon whom we should not deem it worth | 
while to bestow much of our attention—bu: | 
with the necessity which is imposed upon , 
us as independent medical journalists, of 
noticing all occurrences which are calcu- 
lated to throw light upon the workings of a 
baneful and corrupt system. 





Last week, Roprrick Mactirop ad- 
dressed a letter to himself, in which he 
states, that he is ashamed of part of his 
conduct pending the action which he re- 
cently brought against Tue Lancer. In 
moral diseases, shame is a good symptom. 
Macte tud virtute, Roderick! Blush on, 
Ye tow Gorn, and we shall not despair of 
hearing that you are ashamed of the whole 
of your conduct! 





Wuew we noticed, at the beginning of 
the year, the demise of Dr. James Jobn- 
son’s Quarterly Journal, we also stated, 
that, although the Doctor had given up the 
ghost in one sense, his perturbed spirit was 
not entirely laid; that, instead of expiring 
gracefully as he was bound to do, after one 
of the most candid* acknowledgments that 








* After acknowledging, in the address 
announcing his own demise as a quarterly | 
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his brains were exhausted, which was, per- 
haps, ever made by a public writer, he still 
manifested an inclination to haunt the few 
remaining victims of his quarterly visita- 
tions, and actually threatened to publish 
something twice a month, which should, he 
protested—and we implicitly believed his 
protestation—be just as good as the old 
Quarterly Journal. He even went a step 
further ; and taking an accurate measure of 
the understanding of the guests whom he 
could prevail upon to accept an invitation to 
his literary banquet, assured them that, if 


|they liked quarterly journals, they might 


continue to look upon the farrago, which he 
intended to put forth at short intervals, as a 
quarterly journal, published once a fortnight ’ To 
\uis interesting piece of intelligence, we gave 
a place in our Journal at the time the Doc- 
tor’s Quarterly expired ; but we have nothad 
occasion to mention directly a circumstance 
which is, we are aware, a profound secret 
to the great body of the profession, namely, 
that the threat of resuscitation was not such 
an empty menace as it was supposed to be, 
and that the blood-stained ghost of the late 
Quarterly has been seen, at the intervals at 
which he threatened to appear, by about 
fifty witnesses, who are ready to bear testi- 
mony to the fact. The form in which the 
ghost appears differs externally so much 
from that of the deceased Journalist, that it 
is only by dint of minute inspection, that we 
recognise it to be, indeed, the spirit of 
that unfortunate individual. It is well 
known, that the late quarterly Journalist 





journalist, that he had been anticipated and 
forestalled by his contemporaries, the Doc- 
tor adds,— 

** We were brought into the field of com- 
petition for priority, with one or both our 


hands tied behind our backs, Under such 
disadvantages, it is wonderful that we should 
have stood our ground.” 

There is*a pathos in this passage, which 
almost disarms criticism ; we should other- 
wise be tempted to remind the Doctor, that 
there is a class of persons, who, according 
to the proverb, are always under the in- 
fluence of wonder. 


3 L 
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died of excessive phlebotomy ; abuse of Tw | thou canst offer ; and thy articles, like stale 
Laxcer was the fatal error, which had | mackerel in midsummer, may be dear at any 
given an irreparable shock to his constitu- | price. 

tion ; and though he would every now and| Lest the re-appearance of Dr. James 
then rally, and appear among his friends | Johnson, the ci-devant editor of a quarterly 
with a little flesh upon his bones, yet, | farrago, in the shape of a publisher of fort- 
whenever he was congratulated upon that | nights’ fasciculi, or bundles of rubbish, 
circumstance, he would shake his head, and | should be doubted by any of our readers, 
observe, in a way which carried conviction we shall insert a letter which has been ad- 
of the melancholy truth, that there was dressed by Mr. Lawrence to the Doctor, 
nothing in it. There was this peculiarity | as the publisher of these fasciculi or bun- 
in the Doctor's case, that, although he/dles; and, in the few remarks which we 
affected to inveigh with great bitterness | shall have to make on this subject, we shall 
against Tre Lancer, as the instrument of | deal with the Doctor as with a living jour- 


: P ’ } 
his destruction, he, nevertheless, persisted | nalist, saving to ourselves, however, the 


to the last in having recourse to it; and 
while his dissolution was fast approaching, 
it seemed as if he was indebted to a copious 
use of Twe Lancer for all the appearances 


of health and vigour that yet remained to| 


him. Be that as it may, his ghost, if we 
may venture to speak of the comparative 
merits of men’s apparitions, has all the air 
of a ghost, which had been fairly starved out 


of its corporeal tenement. Meagre and un- 
substantial as was the quarterly farrago, the 
fortnights’ fasciculus or bundle of rubbish, 
which has succeeded it, presents a wretched 
contrast even to its famished predecessor. 
It is the penumbra of a farthing candle—the 


shadow ofa shade. We may observe, how- 
ever, that the ghost still retains the propen- 
sities which characterised the deceased 
quarterly Journalist. It still petitions for 
eleemosynary subscriptions, and is still 
seen “‘ to stretch the asking hand,” though 
with diminished confidence, and upon a 
scale of supplication better suited to its re- 
duced condition. ‘“ For little more than 
Sourpence sterling,” it exclaims, “‘ our readers 
have got the substance of some octavo 
volumes. (Fascic. p. 309.) Alas, poor 
ghost! thou beggest hard for a bawbee ; 
but, albeit, thy eravings are moderate, we 
can give thy ghostship but little encourage- 
ment, for there is an unmannerly prejudice 
in the world against such commodities as 





right of treating him hereafter, for the ma- 
nifold reasons to which we have already ad- 
verted, as the ghost of the Dr. James John- 
son, who once edited a Quarterly Journal. 


MR. LAWRENCE TO DR. JAMES JOHNSON. 
18, Whitehall-place, 13th Feb. 1828. 


Str,—A friend of mine, who reads your 
periodical publication, has sent me the two 
last Fasciculi, calling my attention to two 
statements which they contain respecting 
myself, As you address to me, in one of 
these, a kind of challenge either to admit or 
deny it, and as both are contrary to fact, I 
think it necessary to notice them ; and I[ 
beg that you will insert this letter in your 
next Number, that my contradiction may 
reach those who have seen your erroneous 
assertions. 

In your comments on the case of Mrs. 
Denmark, you say ‘“‘ we have been in- 
formed, on the very best authority, that, on 
the very day after the operation, and after- 
wards on the 10th or 12th day, conse- 
quently before the ligature came away, the 
pulse was distinctly felt by Mr. Lawrence 
and others in the right arm, If this infor- 
mation be incorrect, Mr. Lawrence can 
easily contradict the statement, when we 
will give our authority, who also felt the 
pulse.” —Fascic, I1. p. 469. 

I did not see Mrs. Denmark on the day 
after the operation, nor within a week of 
that time. I have seen her only once since 
she was operated on, namely, about the 
10th day. I then visited her with Dr. 
Tweedie, at the invitation and in presence 
of Mr. Wardrop, of whom she was a private 
pose. I do not remember the details of 

er symptoms at that time, having no in- 
ducement to make minutes of a case under 
the care of another gentleman ; but the im- 








as On 


ee oe eee | 


as 


DR. JAMES 


ptession on my mind is, that a feeble pul- 
sation could be felt in the right radial artery. 
1 am not certain whether I ever saw Mrs. 
D. before the operation; if I did, it was 
without having the opportunity of imquir- 
ing minutely into her case, or forming an 
opinion respecting the treatment that it re- 
quired. 

In describing the case of J. Nowlan, 
you say “‘ on the 13th day he was better, 
but the eye-ball was found to be greatly | 
protruding, which was attributed, by Messrs. 
Lawrence and Wardrop, toa powerful com- 
pression on the brain, exercised by an) 
aneurismatic state of the vessels of the dura 
mater, communicating through the skull 
with the tumour on the head.—Fascic. iI.) 
p- 500, 

1 never entertained nor expressed any 
such opinion. 

_ Having thus taken the trouble of contra- 
dicting two misstatements, because they 
involve others as well as myself, 1 beg that | 
your readers will not consider that I admit, 
the correctness of those representations | 
which I leave uncontradicted. Your re- 
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pared or him when he announces that he 
has a complete answer to his adversary’s 
case. We are familiar with the Doctor's 
tactics, since the unprovoked attack made 
upon Tre Lancer, when our journal was 
yet in its infancy, called us early into the 
field of controversy, and imposed upon us 
the task of exposing the ignorance, the im- 
becility, and the literary dishonesty, which 
characterised the late Quarterly Journal. 
As a journalist, the Doctor had all the mo- 
rality, without a scintilla of the intellect, of 
Macutavet. Detected in misrepresenta- 
tion, his resource was a subterfuge ; and 
when his subterfuge was exposed, he had 
again recourse to misrepresentation. But 
his bad faith as a controversialist, was, in a 
great measure, neutralised by his feebleness, 
and his desire to make dupes of his readers, 


port of the proceedings at the Medical and was counteracted by his want of power to 


Chirurgical Society, contained in the same 
Fasciculus, which ascribes to me the ab-| 
surdity respecting the case of J. Nowlan, | 
would alone render it necessary for me to | 
enter this protest. I shall make no remark 
either on the correctness of that report, or 
on the kind of taste and feeling which it 
displays, The former will be best esti- 
mated by those who were present at the 
meeting, while I doubt not that the latter 
will be properly appreciated by your readers 
generally, 
I remain, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
Wiriiam Lawrence. 

Dr. James Johnson. 


In contradicting the misstatements in Dr. 
James Johnson's Fasciculi, Mr. Lawrence 
has undoubtedly taken the only course 
which could possibly attract any degree of 
attention to them, and accordingly we find 
the Doctor eager to turn to account® the 
condescension of that distinguished member 
of the profession. He has published Mr. 
Lawrence's letter, and appended to it what 
he calls a reply. We have had too fre- 
quent experience of the Doctor's method 
of conducting an argument, not to be pre- 





* In his advertisements we have “ lite- 
rary collision between Mr. Lawrence and 
Dr, Johnson!” Oh dear ! 





deceive. In his method of arguing, he 
resembled a clumsy sharper, who, with 
all imaginable disposition to slip a card, 
has not sufficient quickness to elude the 
vigilance of the spectators. He was disin- 
genuous without plausibility, and dishonest 
without dexterity. He had the wriggling 
lubricity, without the cunning of the ser- 
pent. Such was the editor of the late 
Quarterly Journal. Let us now see whether 
the literary character of the publisher of 
fortnights’ fasciculi, or bundles of rubbish, 
resembles in any respect that of the late 
Quarterly Journalist. We shall begin with 
the second misstatement, noticed in the 
foregoing letter of Mr. Lawrence, because 
the Doctor's answer to that part of the let- 
ter, is founded upon an allegation that he 
copied the paragraph in question from the 
pages of Tur Lancet. Now let the reader 
compare the passage relative to Nowlan’s 
case, which is quoted and ted upon 
by Mr. Lawrence, with the following obser- 
vations of our reporter, which are quoted by 
Dr. James Jobnson in his reply, and which, 
as he affirms, bear out the assertion that 
Mr. Lawrence attributed the protrusion of 
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the patient's eye-ball to an aneurismatic|not the protrusiun of the eye-ball itself, 


state of the vessels of the brain. 
cessary to premise, that the symptoms under 
which Nowlan laboured, were stupor, deli- 
rium, and blindness, and that these symp- 
toms were followed, on the thirteenth day, by 
protrusion of the eye-ball from the orbit. 


It is ~ 


** Mr. Wardrop and Mr. Lawrence were 
inclined, however, to take a very different 
view of the symptoms, and to ascribe them 
to a morbid state of the brain itself, arising, 
in all probability, from an aneurismatic 
affection of those vessels of the dura mater 
which, by passing through the cranium, 
communicate with the superficial arteries 
of the head, forming, in fact, iternally, a 
part of the disease which was so conspicu- 
ous outwardly, and thus by their enlarge- 
ment, exerting a powerful compression 
on the brain itself. ‘This opinion was 
highly corroborated by symptoms arren- 
warps noticed, viz. by the great protrusion 
of the eyeball, and by the circumstance that 
the thrilling pulsation was most observable 
in the centre of the tumour, at that point 
where the cranium appe almost com- 
pletely absorbed, and where, in all proba- 
bility, the freest communication existed 
with the vessels supplying the membranes 
of the brain,”*—Lawycer, 6th Oct. 1827. 


It is evident, from the above passage, 
that the opinion ascribed by our reporter to 
Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Wardrop, has refe- 
rence, not to the protrusion of the eye-ball, but 
to the symptoms which preceded that pro- 
trusion, namely, stupor, delirium, and blind- 
ness. He states, that Mr. Lawrence and 
Mr. Wardrop were inclined to attribute 
these symptoms to an aneurismatic state of 
the vessels of the brain ; and he goes on to 
observe, proprio marte, of his own sugges- 
tion, that this opinion was corroborated by 
the protrusion of the eye-ball, arrenwanps 
noticed. Observe, reader, the word arrer- 
warps, and then decide upon the literary 
honesty of Dr. James Johnson, The Doc- 
tor’s defence to the charge of misrepresen- 
tation is, that he copied the misstatement 
commented upon by Mr. Lawrence from 
our report ; whereas it appears on the very 
face of that report, that the symptoms pre- 
ceding the protrusion of the eye-ball, and 


were stated to have been ascribed by Mr. 
Lawrence to an aneurismatic state of the 
vessels of the brain. Our reporter, indeed, 
considers the subsequent protrusion of the 
eye-ball, as a circumstance tending to cor- 
roborate the conjecture of Mr. Lawrence 
and Mr. Wardrop ; but this is his own rea- 
soning, for which, whether judicious or inju- 
| dicious, Mr. Lawrence of course is not re- 
|sponsible. Dissection showed, that the pro- 
‘trusion of the globe of the eye was occa- 
|sioned immediately by the formation of 
| matter behind it ; but, 2 priori, there was no- 
thing extravagant or improbable in the con- 
| jecture ascribed to Mr. Lawrence and Mr. 
| Wardrop, or in the inference drawn by our 


| reporter in favour of that conjecture. The 
| question, however, is, not whether our re- 





porter’s reasoning in favour of a particular 
hypothesis was plausible or injudicious, but 
whether he made Mr. Lawrence express an 
opinion, that the protrusion of the eye-ball 
arose, in al) probability, from an aneurisma- 
tic state of the vessels of the brain. He did 
no such thing; and Dr. James Johnson, 
therefore, stands convicted, not only of the 
original misstatement commented upon by 
Mr. Lawrence, but of a disingenuous at- 
tempt to exonerate himself from the charge 
of misrepresentation, by asserting, that he 
copied that misstatement from Tue Lancer. 

We now come to the Doctor’s reply to 
the first misstatement noticed by Mr. Law- 
tence. The assertion, as to the pulse of 
Mrs. Denmark having been felt by Mr. 
Lawrence on the day after the operation 
was made, it will be observed, with an 
air of extraordinary confidence. 


**We have been informed,” said the 
Doctor, ‘ on the very best authority, that 
on the very day after the operation, and 
afterwards on the 10th or 12th day, conse- 
quently before the ligature came away, the 
pulse was distinctly felt by Mr. Lawrence 
and others, in the right arm. If this infor- 
mation be incorrect, Mr. Lawrence can 
easily contradict the statement, when we 
will give our authority, who also felt the 
pulse,” —Fascic. ii. p. 469. 

















To this Mr. Lawrence replies, that he 
did not see Mrs. Denmark on the day after 
the operation, nor until about ten days after 
that time, and the following is Dr. James 
Johnson's rejoinder :— 

** In respect to Mrs. Denmark's case, the 
pulse was felt in the right arm on the very 
day after the operation by Dr. Barry and 
others, (who have made no secret of it,) on 
the tenth day by Mr. Lawrence, according 
to his own admission. The facts, therefore, 
respecting the pulse, are strictly correct.” — 
Fascie, ii. p. 325. 

Let us put this argument into the shape 
of a syllogism, and see whether any speci- 
men of that ingenious method of reasoning, 
which Suaxsreanre has put into the mouths 
of his grave-diggers, is at all comparable 
with the argumentative gem supplied to our 
hands by Dr. James Jounson. It is a 
stroke of ratiocination, whereat the YELtow 
Gorn might well turn pale with envy ; or, 
rather, it is a coupde (éte, so entirely in Ro- 
derick’s own style, that the two Scotch Dubs 
might henceforth do well to unite their 
fasciculi, and come forth like the two kings 
of Brentford, smelling to the same sulphur 
on each succeeding Saturday, and allaying 
cutaneous irritation with one hand, while 
their white wigs are gracefully waved with 
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tiser, that though he knew nothing of that 
language himself, he had a brother who 

}made excellent German sausages, and a 

cousin who was an unrivalled performer on 
the German flute. “I asserted,’’ it is true, 

says the Doctor, “ that Mrs. Denmark’s 
| pulse was felt by Mr. Lawrence on the day 
after the operation ; and, in point of fact, 
though the pulse was not felt on that day 
by Mr. Lawrence, it was felt by another 
person ; what possible difference, THERE- 
rore, does that make, as to the strict cor- 

rectness of my assertion 1” 

It is in the article which has drawn forth 
Mr. Lawrence's letter, that Dr. James John- 
son, with his accustomed erudition, talks of 
tying the artery ultra and citra aNBURISMAM. 
This blunder is not committed in a solitary 
instance, for in that case it might, by possi- 
bility, have been attributable to the printer, 
but it is repeated five or six times in the 
course of the article. We noticed this, and 
some other specimens of the Doctor’s igno- 
rance, on a former occasion ; and we have 
since received a letter, with the contents of 
which we suspect the Doctor is not unac- 
quainted, putting it to our candour to say, 
whether the errors upon which we com- 





mented are any substantial impeachment on 


the other. But proceed we to the syllogism. | the Doctor’s professional skill, and whether 


Dr. James Johnson asserted, that Mr. | 


Lawrence and others felt Mrs. Denmark’s 
pulse the day after the operation. 

But, though Mr. Lawrence did not feel 
the pulse the day after the operation, Dr. 
Barry and others did. ; 

Therefore, Dr. James Johnson's assertion 
Was STRICTLY CORRECT. 

The Doctor’s argument has every merit, 
except that of originality, for it is evidently 
borrowed from Joe Miller, as we were re- 
minded the other day at Callow’s, by ‘that 
facetious personage Joz Burns. It is the 
old story of the man, who, seeing an adver- 
tisement in the newspapers for a teacher of 
the German language, immediately offered 


the severity with which we animadverted 
upon them is not calculated, by holding up 
such a person as the Doctor to ridicule, to 
do injury to the profession at large. To 
this communication our answer is, that no 
injury can ever be done to the profession by 
exposing quackery; and Dr. James John- 
son’s pretensions to classical learning are 
founded in empiricism. We do not deny 
that a man may be as despicable a scholar as 
Dr. James Jounson, and yet a skilful me- 
dical practitioner; but with what grace, 
we will ask, is an argument ad miseri cor- 
diam addressed to us in behalf of a man who 
voluntarily writes himsel/ down the quadruped 
indicated by Dogberry ; who travels out of 





himself for the situation, assuring the adver- 


his road to display his want of classical edu- 
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cation, and who courts with curious infelicity 
opportunities of exposing himself to derision. 
Had the Doctor written the words ‘‘ beyond 
the aneurism,” in English, which was the 
obvious course, he would have remained, in 
this instance, at least, undetected ; but he 
must needs show his erudition by putting 
these words into Latin ; and the consequence 
is, that there is searcely a school-boy on 
this side the Tweed, who is not able to 
laugh at his vanity and his ignorance. Were 
we not amply justified, then, in likening the 
Doctor’s blunder to that of the well-known 
barrister, who, in order to avoid the caco- 
phonous termination of the word mandamuses, 
convulsed the bench, and the majority of 
the King’s Bench bar, by humbly moving 
their Lordships for two manpami? The 
errors of Dr. James Johnson are not of that 


description which 


- “ Aut incuria fudit, 
Aut humane parum cavit natura ; 


but they are the genuine offspring of vanity, 


and presumptuousignorance. Take, for in- 
stance, the following specimen, which we 
quote, because the page lies open before us, 
being that in which he supplicates his sub- 
scribers for the sum of fourpence sterling 
(Faseic. p. 309). 

«Tt is nearly two thousand years since 
Horace rously described the pact of 
** nemo contentus,” but he has not been 
very happy in ascertaining the true cause. 
Were we d to enter into meta- 


physical, or rather physical, investigations, 
we think we could elucidate the etiology of 
this contrariety in og —— some- 
what more } 4, - 

Roman satirist has aaedaie but j into aons 
domains we dare not venture in this place.” 


This passage furnishes a good illustration 
of the Doctor’s empirical eradition. We 
have here the slip-slop quotation, ‘« nemo 
contentus ;” the ridiculous attempt at dis- 
play, in the use of the word “ etiology ;” 
and, lastly, by way of finish to this 
niaiserie, we have the interesting intel- 
ligence, that the Doctor considers himself 
better able to account for certain moral phe- 
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nomena, than one of the keenest satirists 
and most accurate observers of men and 
manners, that any age or country has pro- 
duced, 

In page 448 of the same Fasciculus, or 
bundle of rubbish, we have another quota- 
tion, and, of course, another specimen of 
the Doctor's erudition :— 

** Cantare pares, et necaNTARE parati.” 


Again, in page 456 :— 
* Solem quis audeat falsum dicere.” 


Here the doctor has got the right number 
of words, and none of them are mangled ; 
but still he will find, upon making inquiry 
of some one who can let him into the secret 
of his ignorance, that his usual fatality has 
attended him. The truth is that a blockhead, 
who attempts to palm himself upon the 
public for a man of learning, plays with 
penknives, and cannot choose but lay him- 
self open to derision. 


In a case like that of Dr, James Joun- 
son, it is idle to talk of the unmeasured se- 
verity of the castigation which we apply 
to him ; for you must “ skin a Muscovite to 
make him feel!” But we are weary of ex- 
posing a writer so ignorant, and imbecile, 
and so destitute of literary honesty and 
good faith, asthe editor of the late Quarterly 
Jouraal. 


DR. BLUNDELL’S CASE OF EXTIRPATION OF 
THE UTERUS, 


We are much gratified in being enabled 
to communicate the most satisfactory intel- 
ligence respecting this case; the patient, 
up to the present period, the sixteenth day, 
has not had a single untoward symptom. 
There has been, throughout, very little dis- 
charge from the part, and the wound is 
healed to within the extent of a shilling ; 
the woman is free from pain; she sleeps 
well, and her appetite is good, 








THE WESTMINSTER MEDICAL SOCIETY. 855 
8 saline draught, with an equal quantity of 
decoction of bark, is administered every 
second hour, alternating with a cupful of 
chicken broth. Bloodletting is seldom had 
recourse to; blisters are occasionally used. 

Dr. A. T. Tuomson spoke at consider- 
able length in support of Dr. Copland’s hy- 
pothesis. 

Dr. Jouystons contended, that we have 
no clear evidence of the nervous system 
being the part first affected in fever, the de- 
rangement of the vascular system being in 
many instances concomitant. In illustra- 
tion of the position, that ‘a poisonous 
leaven is introduced into the blood,” he re- 
ferred to small-pox and other exanthemata. 


In our last notice of this case, we stated 
that she was upwards of forty years of age ; 
but we find that she is fifty; and it is im- 
portant to mention, that she had ceased to 


menstruate. 
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—_—— 


Dr. Somervitte, in the Chair. 





Da. James Copiann, this evening, ad- 
duced his views respecting the pathology 
of fever. The substance of his opinions 
was, that the morbific matter, which he 
considers is introduced into the system, and 
generates fever, first makes its impression 
on the ganglionic nervous system; and, 
subsequently, the parts held in dependence 
to these nerves become affected. He con- 
tended, that in all cases of fever, there is, 
at the commencement, a depression of the 
vital powers, referrible to an affection of the 
nerves, which preside over organic life ; 
that the derangement of circulation, secre- 
tions, &c., which ensues in the second stage 
of fever, is consequent upon this disturbed 
state of the presiding nervous power. With 
respect to the treatment, Dr. Copland con- 
sidered it under three divisions ; firetly, the 
stage of depression ; secondly, of excite- 
ment; and thirdly, of collapse, and recom- 
mended the adoption of measures suitable 
toeach. In the last stage of fever, he had 
seen spirit of turpentine very beneficial ; | 
also, friction of the body, with camphorated 
liniment, containing a portion of cayenne 
pepper. 

r. Barry argued in support of the opi- 
nion, that the fluids are the parts first af- 
fected, and that the nervous system suffers 
in consequence. He inquired of Dr. Cop- 
land, (who had asserted, that the morbific 
matter productive of fever, is chiefly taken 
in by the lungs,) how it happened that the 
fibres of the o-gastric nerves were not 
affected, the ganglionic plexus alone 
disturbed. Dr. Barry, in reference to the 
practice of giving emetics, as recommended 
by Dr. Copland, remarked, that although it 
was strongly condemned by Broussais, yet 
he had seen emetics employed on a large 
scale in Portugal, and with great success. 
It isso customary, he said, in that country, 
to exhibit an emetic in the early stages of 
fever, that a room is kept in each hospital 
for the sole pur of receiving patients, 
all of whom undergo the action of vomit- 
ing ag a preparatory measure. Subsequently, 


‘ 








Mr. Norrn expressed his opinion of the 


inutility of the discussion, observing, that 
when a practitioner comes to the bed-side, 
he does not sit down to inquire into the ab- 
stract nature, or essence of fever, and if he 
really were to do so, it would not avail in 
the treatment. 


Mr. Lampert concurred in the opinions 


of the preceding speaker ; he considered 
the discussion to be even ‘‘ worse than use- 
less,” the subject of argument being in its 
nature incapable of demonstration, must, and 
would ever remain, a mere matter of opinion ; 
the hypothesis might, or might not be true, 


Dr. Ley wished to draw the attention of 


the Society to a practical view of the ques- 
tion, namely, as regards the possibility of 


* cutting short” fever. 


Dr. Barry snd Dr. Tuomson com- 


mented with considerable warmth on those 
gentlemen who had asserted, that the sub- 
ject of discussion was useless, the latter ob- 
serving, in the course of his speech, that he 
remembered Dr. Black, of Edinburgh, ex- 
hibiting a small gas lamp, and at the same 
time saying it was only a ‘ philosophical 


The debate towards the latter end became 


very interesting, chiefly from the warmth 
manifested by the contending speakers. Dr. 
Barry’s last speech being a little extrava- 
gant, excited roars of laughter. [t was ulti- 
mately agreed that Dr. Copland should 
bring forward the subject on the ensuing 
evening, in order that he might have the 
right of reply, which he was prevented 
from obtaining, by the time of the Society 


having elapsed. 


LONDON MEDICAL SOCIETY. 
March 3, 1828. 


Dr. Hasta, President, in the Chair. 
Tere was a general meeting of the mem- 
bers of the Society this evening, prior to the 
anniversary dinner, for the purpose of elect- 
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ing new officers, &c. It gives us much| without any elevation of the cuticle. The 
satisfaction to state, that the Society isin a | account given of its origin and progress by 
flourishing condition; there has been a large | the patient and her friends, was contradic- 
accession of members during the past year, | tory, and perhaps unworthy of credit. She 
and the balance of money in the treasurer's | stated, that it first commenced on her side 
hands is considerable. when only two years of age ; while her mo- 

At the conclusion of the balloting, the | ther averred, that it first appeared so late 
President called the attention of the mem- | as six months before her admission ; and, to 
bers to a law which exists in reference to make both statements agree, it was subse- 
the Prize Essay, viz. ‘‘ that it shall be read | quently said, that the affection began when 
before the Society, at the meeting preceding | a child, but that it had assumed its present 
the anniversary.” The gold medal, called | aspect in harvest last. It was admitted, 
the Fothergillian medal, it seems, has been | however, that she had been taking mercury 
awarded by the council to a Mr. Perry, for|at Dumfries; but whether for this or some 
a paper on diseases of the rectum ; it there- | previous affection, could not be ascertained, 
fore became necessary, to the fulfilment of | Che ambiguity of its history, its resemblance 
the law, that the paper should he read on|to some cutaneous affections consequent to 
the present occasion. This was accordingly syphilis, and the circumstance of mercury 
done by the registrar, but it was found that | having been taken, induced Dr. Ballingall, 
the time of the Society had expired before | under whose care the patient remained in 
one half of the Essay was concluded, so that, | the hospital, to consider it of a venereal 
as Dr. Haslam remarked, the members at | character; but with the true syphilitic in- 
Jarge had not an opportunity of appreciating | tertrizo, occurring on those parts of the 
a production which they are about to honour, | body where the skin forms folds; or with 















at the recommendation of the ‘* Council of 
Seven.” 

[We do not profess to be in possession of 
the secrets of the Council, but there cer- 
tainly is a degree of mystery attached to the 
awardment of the medal for the Essay in 
question, which we shall like to see re- 
moved.] 
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FRAMDGSIA. 


Tne singular disease to which this name 
has been given, in the absence of one more 
expressive of its character, in the systema- 
tic nomenclature of cutaneous aflections, 
occurred in the person of Mary Goodfellow, 
aged seventeen, a native of Dumfries, and 
admitted into the hospital on the 4th Dee. 
1827. In the fold of the groin, there was 
a tumour of an elliptical shape, about the size 
of half a large lemon, of a bright red co- 
lour, granulated on the surface, and covered 
with a glairy semi-transparent secretion. 
The roe of salmon, a quantity of raspberries 
of the same size, or a mass of healthy gra- 
nulations of similar extent, furnish, perhaps, 
the best objects of comparison to render its 
appearance inte!ligible, without the assist- 
ance of a drawing. In the axilla, on the 
fold of the greapectoral muscle, there was 
another tumour of the same kind, but 
much less, being about the size of a 
large strawberry; and, at the commis- 
sure of the lips, the bend of the arm, and 
many parts of the body, the disease ap- 
peared, but in a more undefined form, being 


n some places confined to a mere red speck, | bod 


jany of the forms of condyloma, which the 
| writer has seen in practice, or descnbed by 
| authors, it could not, for many reasons, be 
classed. ‘The disease to which it hore most 
| resemblance, is certainly the frambesia, or 
| sibbens, as it occurs in Scotland ; though, in 
| many respects, it differed from the descrip- 
| tions drawn of the progress and appearance 
| of this affection, having assumed neither the 
popular pustular, nor tuberculated aspect, 
while in the hosp Cc ntly with 
his ideas of its origin, Dr. Ballingal, after 
having extirpated the small excrescence in 
the axilla, the site of which cicatrised fa- 
vourably under the occasional application of 
lunar caustic, salivated the patient freely 
with mercury for a fortnight, and had the 
tumour in the groin washed daily with a so- 
lution of the muriate of mercury. The dis- 
ease, however, continued to increase under 
this treatment ; no alteration having taken 
place during its continuance, except that 
some of the small granules on the surface of 
the tumour in the groin, daily sloughed off, 
and were again reproduced, and that a small 
ulceration at its base was beginning to ap- 
pear. The mercury having failed, the pa- 
tient, after its action had entirely subsided, 
was brought to the theatre, and the whole 
of the excrescence in the groin removed, 
with the cutis vera, in which it was situated. 
The operation was followed by smart fever ; 
the pulse having risen to 156, the tongue 
becoming thickly furred, and accompanied 
by intense pain in the wound for a few days. 
By the usual means, these symptoms were 
subdued ; the ulcer assumed a healthy as- 
pect ; is now entirely healed; her health 
much improved ; but without any amend- 
ment of the disease in the other ports of the 
‘Ve 
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Joun Laxer, wtat. 37, admitted under 


AXILLARY ANEURISM. 
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skin, but the veins in front of the chest and 
shoulder, and those of the arm, are consider- 
ably distended. The pulsation, which is per- 
ceptible to the sight, communicatesa power- 
ful impulse to the hand, and gives the feeling 
of forcible resistance to pressure. A vibra- 
tory thrill is communicated to the fingers on 


the care of Mr. Lawrence; bas a healthy con- | pressing above the clavicle, but no such 
stitution, dark complexion, broad shoulders, | sensation is felt in the lower part of the 


aud robust muscular frame. He was for- 
merly a sailor; but hes been employed for 
the last few years in engive-making, well- 
digging, and other laborious work. About 





six months ago, and soon after receiving a 
severe blow on the shoulder, he began to 


tumour. The heart beats naturally. When 
the ear is applied behind the right scapula, 
a powerful throbbing and whizzing sound are 
audible. Both carotid and temporal arteries 
beat naturally. ‘the left radial pulse is about 
70, moderately firm and full. There is some 


experience a dull aching pain, with partial | difference of opinion whether the pulse at 
numbness, in the right arm and shoulder, |the right wrist can be felt or not; at all 
which has continued to the presenttime. ‘The | events it is extremely feeble. The cireum- 


pain was occasionally so severe and constant, | 
that he was obliged to desist from work, | 
and used to immerse the arm for several mi- | 
nutes in water from a cold spring, which | 
always afforded temporary relief. Ten | 
weeks ago the Jimb began to swell, and he | 
consulted a medical person, who directed 
him to soak it in warm water, and to rub it 
with a liniment. He has noticed, during 





ference of the entire arm considerably ex- 
ceeds that of the opposite limb ; its tempe- 
rature is also augmented, and the muscular 
power greatly impaired. He complains of 
pain, particularly on the inner side of the 
arm, with a numbness of the fingers, mani- 
festly arising from pressure on the nerves. 
The pain deprives him of rest at night, 
He has no cough, nor any unusual feelings 






the last month or six weeks, a swelling and | in his chest. ‘Tle voice, respiration, and de- 
beating about the right shoulder. ‘Ten days | glutition are perfectly natural. Ordered to 
betore admission, when the arm was much | remain quiet in bed, and to have the milk 
swelled and insutferably painful, he was/ diet. A dose of cal. and jalap, and after- 
bled to the amount of three pounds without | wards the mist, sennz conp.; saline medi- 





fainting, and afterwards performed a hard 
day’s work. Eight leeches were applied 
to the arm the same evening. From these 
measures he obtained great relief, with di- 
minution of the swelling. During the last 
week he has been rendered incapable of 
attending to his business, in consequence of 
continual pain and stiffness of the arm. 
September 7. Behind the upper portion 
of the right pectoral muscle, and extending 
upwards behind the clavicle to the root of 
the neck, is an imperfectly circumscribed 
elastic swelling, possessing all the characters 
of an aneurism. The upper edge of the 
swelling is distinetly felt about two inches 
above the internal end of the clavicle ; its 
limits towards the root of the neck and 
the sterno-clavicular articulation cannot be 
ascertained ; its lower boundary, where the 
three upper ribs are closely involved, is 
nearly indefinite. No prominent tumour 
presents itself, but, on comparing the shoul- 
ders, in a front view, an appearance of ge- 
neral fulness is observabie ; the outline of 
the clavicle is lost, and the hollow above it 
is obliterated, so as to form a striking con- 
trast to the opposite side. The clavicle is 
not elevated ; it may be easily traced with 
the fingers, but is in close connexion with 
the tumour, which it divides with a smaller 
superior and larger inferior portion. The 
coracoid process cannot be felt on the right 
side, There is no discolouration of the 





cine, with 10 minims of the tinct. digital, 
every six hours. 

12. The general swelling and heat of 
the arm are increased, and the veins are 
more distented. The tumour beats more 
forcibly, and projects more before the clavi- 
cle. He has an anxious expression of coun- 
tenance, and rests badly. Dieeding from 
the right arm to i6ez. To continue the 
digitalis. 

13. Was relieved after the blecding, and 
rested much better last night. The blood 
flowed very freely, and is slightly buffed 
and cupped. Iiis countenance is improved. 
Che heat, swelling and vascular distention 
of the arm are less, but the veins remain 
unnaturally full. The right radial artery 
beats feebly, but distinctly. The pulse of 
the left wrist rather full, but natural in 
frequency. 

14. Increase the dose of digitalis to 15 
minims. 

18. Complains of headach, and severe 
painin the arm. The whole limb is hot, 
and swelled. The pulse is full, strong, and 
ubout G0. Bleeding from the right arm to 
i6oz. ‘The blood is a littie sizy. 

19. Much relieved. The pulse is softer, 
about 48, and intermits occasionally. The 
swelling, heat, and redness of the limb are 
reduced ; and he can move the fingers bet- 
ter. Five grains of the ext. byosciami. at 


night. 
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20. Slept better, and ia altogether more 
comfortable, pulse 46, 

21. The pulse is more frequent to-day, 
but very irregular; sometimes intermitting 
several beats. The tumour evidently in- 
creasing ; the ion below the clavicle 
protruding to the size of half an orange. 
‘The thrill above the clavicle is more obvious. 
There is a depression of the swelling in the 
situation of the clavicle. The pain in the 
arm, and other symptoms, are better. Dis- 
continue the digitalis. 

24th. The pain bas been less acute, and 
the swelling of the limb is reduced. The in- 
fluence of the digitalis is no longer pereep- 
tible in the pulse, which is increased in 
frequency anc force. To lose 16 ounces of 
blood from the right arm, and to resume the 
digitalis in the same dose as at first. 

30th. Has been tolerably easy since the 
last bleeding; the pulse is soft, frequent, 
and irregular ; the right radial pulse is weak, 
but can be felt distinetly; the limb is still 
a little warmer tian natural, though it is re- 
duced to the proper size. Above the ioner 


condyle the erm is very painful, and will | 


not bear the least pressure ; the tumour is 
increasing, and projects more below the 
clavicle ; his general health is not impaired, 
though his sleep is much interrupted. 
October 31. Since the last report, the 


tumour hus been gradually increasing, and 


extending below the clavicle towards the 
shoulder. In the upper portion of the swel- 
ling, the bruit de soufflet is distinctly pereep- 
tible, both to the naked ear, and with the 
stethoscope, and exactly resembles the 
blowing of bellows. A similar sound, though 
less distinct, can he heard throughout the 
aneurismal tumour. The pulse of the right 
radial artery can sometimes be plainly felt ; 
Sometimes it is less distinct, and, occasion- 
ally, cannot be perceived. Neither the 
symptoms of this case, nor the most careful 
examination of the thorax, both by percus- 
sion and auscultation, mediate and imme- 
diate, indicated the existence of any dis- 
ease within the chest ; Mr. Lawrence there- 
fore pronounced his decided opinion that it 
was an external aneurism. For the last two 
or three days he has had increased pain in 
ihe swelling and arm ; his pulse has become 
more full and frequent, and his nights more 
sleepless, He was bled to 16 ounces, which 
procured temporary relief. (Continue the 
digitalis and hyosciamus night and morn- 
ing). No material alteration occurred, ex- 
cepting the gradual increase of the swelling, 
and other symptoms occasioned by it, as the 
impaired feeling, partial Joss of motion, and 
swelling of the arm and fore-arm, until the 
latter part of November, when the pulsa- 
tions in the tumour were observed to be 
much less distinct ; the bruit de soufflet, both 
below and above the clavicle, was less 
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plainly heard, and soon afterwards alto- 
gether ceased; and the thrilling sensa- 
tion above the clavicle was no longer per- 
ceptible. The swelling became stationary, 
and it felt more firm ; the pulsations of the 
radial artery much less distinct, and gene- 
rally felt with difficulty ; the swelling, pain, 
and numbness of the limb were greatly 
diminished ; he could move it more freely, 
and grasp more firmly. He expressed him- 
self much improved; his pulse was quiet, 
and his nights less distur He continued 
in the same favourable state until the com- 
mencement of January 1828, when the pul- 
sation in the tumour was scarcely distin- 
guishable ; it was more firm and hard ; its 
size was, however, increased, and he com- 
plained of pain in the shoulder-blade, which 
he attributed to change of weather: he had 
also a slight cough and irritation about the 
trachea, but there was no pain in the chest. 
The pulsations of the right radial artery 
| could not be felt; the swelling and numb- 
|ness of the arm began to return, Continue 
the mixture and pills. 

January 15, The swelling has suddenly 
and rapidly increased, extending towards 
|the trachea and sternum on one side, to- 
| wards the axillaon the other. No pulsation 
jean be felt in it. The arm has again swelled. 
He complains of tickling in the throat, and 
the cough is occasionally very troublesome. 
The voice is hoarse and thick, 

17. The swelling, and all the symptoms 
ees on it, are much increased. The 
pulse is frequent and full. V.S. ad §xvj. 

19. Has passed a restless night, with very 
troublesome cough, and t pain in the 
right shoulder. The swelling and numb- 
ness of the arm and fingers are math worse, 
and he is wholly unable to move them, The 
tumour enlarges in all directions; and has 
become tense and shining, with a net-work 
of considerable sized veins ramifying over 
it. Pulse 120; hard. V.S, ad §3xvj. Cold 
cloths to the swelling—continue the digita- 
lis.—Tinct. opii gtt. xxx. omni nocte, 

25. The opium has procured rest, and 
the cough has been relieved. The tumour 
has continued to enlarge : it now completely 
fills the axilla, and extends backwards to the 
scapula—anteriorly it reaches the nipple. 
The skin is very distended and shining, and 
the cutaneous veins very numerous and 
turgid, he whole upper limb is enor- 
mously swelled, and the whole side is ede- 
matous, down to the ilium. The face and 
neck are also swollen on the same side, so 
that he raises the upper eye-lid with diffi- 
culty. The voice and cough are much better, 
but his nights are very restless, and he re- 
quires an increased dose of opium, Pulse 
120 ; tongue coated ; thirsty. 

February 4. All the symptoms are much 
aggravated ; the tumour still enlarges be- 























tween the scapula and chest; the arm of an 
immense size, and acutely painful; and 
there is a large slough at the back part of 
the scapula, produced by lying, and the 
weight of the swelling. His countenance 
is expressive of great anxiety, and features 
shrank ; pulse frequent and sharp: drachm 
doses of laudanum are given to procure 
sleep. He continued gradually to grow 
worse, until the 8th, when his pulse became 
intermitting and very feeble: he was ex- 
tremely restless, and occasionally had de- 
lirium: he afterwards relapsed into a state 
of coma; respiration became short and 
difficult; body covered with cold perspi- 
ration, and he died on the 9th of Fe- 
bruary. 


Examination. 


This was conducted, in the operating 
theatre, by Mr. Lawrence, who pointed out | 
the principal circumstances at the time, 
and afterwards carefully dissected the parts, 
and demonstrated them to the pupils. 

The swelling, which had been tense and 
shining during life, was shrunk, fallen in, 
and wrinkled, as if the contents had escaped. 
it consisted of an enormous aneurism, of 
which the root of the neck and the clavicle, 
the anterior and lateral portions of the 
chest, the entire concavity of the scapula, 
and the pectoral muscles were the bounda- 
ries. It reached to the middle of the ster- 
num in front, and below the inferior angle of 
the scapula behind. It contained about 
three pints of recently coagulated blood, 
loose in the cavity, with some fibrine of 
variable thickness, adhering to the sides. 
The case, which had been originally a true 
aneurism, had become diffused ; so that its 
sides consisted partly of the extended arte- 
rial coats, partly of the surrounding muscles 
and bones: the sudden increase of the 
swelling marked the precise time at which 
the arterial coats had given way, and the 
aneurism acquired its diffuse character. 
The upper portion of the cyst, consisting of 
the extended arterial tunics, had a smooth 
surface, without any adherent coagulum : 
this did not extend far, and the rest of the 
bag was formed by the muscles, and other 
soft parts, with the neighbouring bones ; 
the former being condensed into a thin and 
imperfect cyst, by the pressure of the blood. 
At some points, however, the muscular 
fibres and nervous ramifications were ex- 
posed, when the ecoagulum was removed, 
nothing like cyst being perceptible. The 
pectoralis major, which had been greatly 
distended, was reduced to a very thin 
structure of fibres. ‘he coagulum, lining 
the diffused portion of the aneurism, did not 
exceed the thickness of half an inch at any 





part; generally, it was much thinner; it 
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peeled off easily, as if it had been recently 


—— 

‘he anterior margin, and under surface of 
the clavicle, (partially denuded, ) formed part 
of the aneurismal boundary ; @ small pouch 
extended behind the sternal end, into the 
lower part of the neck. The surface of the 
upper rib was considerably absorbed, and 
quite rough: it had been so much reduced 
in thickness, that it had given way at two 
parts, and was completely broken through 
in both places, ‘The second rib was bare in 
a large extent of its surface. The aneuris- 
mal sac extended between these two bones 
into the chest, where it formed a large con- 
vex protuberance : its parietes consisted at 
this part, of the intercostal muscles much 
distended, and the pleura rather thickened. 
The right lung adhered firmly to the con- 
vexity of this swelling. 

The entire axillary plexus of nerves was 
involved in the upper and back part of the 
swelling, so as to account satisfactorily for 
the impaired sensation and motion of the 
limb. Some of the nervous chords were 
flattened like tapes, and so incorporated 
with the original dense portion of the cyst, 
that they could not be separated: the rest 
retained their natural figure, but were 
firmly adherent to the swelling. 

The aorta, arteria innomivata, right caro- 
tid, and right subclavian arteries, were per- 
fectly healthy. The axillary portion of the 
trunk opened into the sac, about an inch 
beyond the origin of the branches from the 
subclavian. ‘Lhe inferior orifice of the ves- 
sel was at about the same distance above 
the origin of the infra-seapular artery, The 
two orifices were about five inches apart, 
and connected by the smooth dense portion 
of the cyst. The upper opening was nearly 
circular; the lower was a long narrow slit, 
the size and figure of which accounted for 
the feeble pulsation at the wrist. 

The heart and the left lung were healthy. 
The right adhered to the pleura, where it 
formed part of the aneurism, and exhibited, 
in the neighbourhood of this adhesion, but 
not elsewhere, a few small whitish tuber. 
cles. Mr, Lawrence, who examined the 
case, proposed the question, whether these 
tubercles were produced by the local irrita- 
tion of the aneurismal tumour? ‘The inter- 
stitial substance of this lung was anasarcous, 
and the air-tubes were filled with thin 
mucus. 

The question of operation was agitated 
during the earlier period of this case. ‘The 
extension of the swelling behind the clavi- 
cle, rendered it impracticable to tie the 
artery on the outer edge of the scalenus. A 
ligature might have been placed on the 
innominata, and the perfectly healthy state 
of this artery would have been favourable to 


- 


the attempt, That the limb might be nourish- 








FORM OF THE FOOT OF THE HORSE. 


860 


ed, is proved by the cases in which it has 
been tied, and by an example which lately 
occurred in the hospital, of aneurism of the 
arteria innominata, in which the orifice of |! ' 
the subclavian was firmly and effectually | ing is deepest or highest, we way observe, 
closed by a dense mass of lominated coagu- | in front of the foot, diminishing 1m this re- 
lum. However, since no patient has hitherto | spect to the quarters ; it then considerably 
recovered after ligature of this artery, there | loses its conical shape, and becomes nearly 
is little encouragement to undertake the | upright, especially on the inside, or inner 
operation, which would probably give no| quarter, still growing narrower or lower to 


At page 18, Mr. Clark commences with 
his description of the wall of the hoof. 
** The whole exterior conical part of the hoof 
is termed the wall; this conical horny cover- 


Ee 





greater chance of saving life, than is de- 
nved from the probability of spontaneous 
cure. The artery might have been tied 
beyond the tumour. The ligature, in that 
case, must have been placed beyond the 
origia of the infra scapular, and circumflex 
arteries. Mr. Lawrence observed, that we 
have hitherto no direct facts in favour of 
such a proceeding ; and ‘that, in his opinion, 
the probabilities were strongly against the 
attempt. 

In his observations on the case, Mr. Law- 
rence directed attention to the effect of the 
tumour on the chest. The clavicle prevents 
the ancurism from extending anteriorly, and 
thus it presses into the thorax. In a private 
case, where he attempted to tie the artery, 
but failed, in consequence of a small pouch 
extending just over the situation im which 
the ligature should have been applied, the 
first and second ribs were already partially 
absorbed, and there was a slight projection 
into the chest, although the external tuunour 
was not larger than balf an orange. In this 
case, the axillary plexus was involved in the 


| the posterior extremity of the foot ; it ap- 
pears, and is usually considered, as having its 
termization there, mixing with the matter 
of the frog, and descending, in an oblique 
elope, upwards and backwards, as does the 
| front of the foot.” And, in your quotation, 
| Mr. Clark admits, that ‘‘ in many feet, 
| there is a small spread downwards,”” which 
sinall spread necessarily makes it conical. 
Again: in page 111, Mr. Clark states— 
** The coffin bone of the horse, when per- 
fected by its full and unrestrained growth, 
|}or as nearly so as I have yet been able to 
| obtain it, presents, in its general figure, a 
cone, more nearly so than does the hoof 
itself that covers it, a form which gives 
greater freedom to its descent and move- 
ments in the hoof; for the hoof, as we for- 
merly remarked, is a cylinder, very ob- 
liquely truncated, with a small admixture of 
the cone in its lower parts ;"’ and on referring 
to the engravings of the sections of the foot, 
they are most decidedly represented as coni- 
cal. I have inclosed a copy of one of the 
figures, representing ‘* a perpendicular sec- 





tumour, causing most severe pain in the} tion of the open and natural foot,” 


limb for many weeks, before aay sweiling | 5 
| far deviate frm his usual truth and perspi- 


jong of description, as to state, the form of 


was noticed. Hence the case had been 
deemed rheumatic, end had been treated by 
liniments, blisters, and shampooning, at 
Brighton. ‘The injurious influence of the 
aneurism on the thoracic parietes, and on 
the nerves, is a powerful reason for ope- 
rating early in these cases, if you operate 
at all. 





THE FORM OF THE FOOT OF TUF HORSE. 


To the Editor of Tur Lancer. 

Srr,—As your pages are occasionally de- 
voted to a consideration of the form and 
structure of the foot of the horse, I trust 
the following observations wil! not be con- 
sidered inadmissible. 

In your Number for January 12th, p. 572, 
you have given an extract from Mr. Bracy 
Clark’s work on the foot, accompanied with 
certain observations, which, froar their ez- 
treme liberality, 1 may be disposed to com- 
ment upon, after having submitted the fol- 
lowing conclusions | have come. to, after a 
careful perusal of the work in question. 


ON 


‘how he can reconcile the idea of a true 


Now, Sir, how Mr. Bracy Clark can so 


a horse's fuot to be * truly a cylinder,” or 


cylinder having an admixture of the cone, 
[ am at a loss to conceive, 

In order to illustrate Mr. Clark's ideas, 
you have given a diagram, which you con- 
ceive will set the matter at rest ; but I can- 
not compliment you on your good sense, in 
placing an unmeaning cone above the figure 
of the foot, If you had been truly desirous 
of giving a just comparison, you would 
have given a representation of the foot in 
a cone as well as cylinder, and, as a front 
view, similar to the sketches accompanying 
this: your readers might thea have drawn 
their own conclusions from the comparison, 
[| have examined mavy feet, and have uni- 
versally found them of the conical shape, 
except in avery few cases, where a great 
degree of contraction has existed; and I 
presume you would not exhibit a foot ina 
state of disease as a specimen of the na- 
tural foot. 

The most simple and obvious means of 
obtaining a knowledge of the form, is to 
apply a pair of callipers to the upper quar- 
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ters at the coronet ab, and again at the 
lower quarters ¢ d, and the difference in 
extent will show the amount of deviation 
from a cylinder, and which is clearly de- 
monstrated by referring to Mr. Clark's per- 
pendicular section, before alluded to. Many 
authors have written on the foot, and all 
that I have read, with the exception of Mr, 
Clark, consider the foot as conical ; and, in- 
deed, from the manner in which he makes 
use of the words conical and cylindrical, 
there is much difficulty in obtaining his true 
meaning, more particularly when we ex- 
amine his plates. 

It has pleased you, Sir, in your editorial 
capacity, and in de plenitude of your vete- 
rinary knowledge, to stigmatise Professor 
Coleman as a man having no true knowledge 
of the horse, and whose glaring ignorance 
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renders him unworthy to teach the Gentle- 
men who attend his lectures. These, Sir, 
are serious charges, and ought not to be 
made without good and sufficient proof; 
and what is the amount of evidence you 
bring forward to substantiate them? No- 
thing, forsooth, but the simple, isolated 
fact of his differing in opinion from Bracy 
Clark, as to the shape of the foot. [ would 
ask you, Sir, is this liberality !—is it impar- 
tiality !—nay, is it common honesty? If you 
have no other proofs to adduce than what 
has already appeared, I must conclude, 
using your own language, that your con- 
duct is unworthy the patronage with which 
an enlightened public has hitherto so libee 
rally supported due Lancer. 


A Fruienp to Traurn. 


Reference to the Figures. 
Fig. 1. A front view of a foot, showing its true conical shape. 
Fig. 2. A front view, showing its presumed cylindrical shape. 
Fig. 3. A perpendicular section of the frog-stay and the open and natural foot. 


See Bracy Clark. 
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We readily admit, that @ strong popular 
prejudice prevails against the new doc- 
trine, and in favour of the old; and it is 
very natural that it should be so, since 
there cannot well be a more delusive object 


amination of the pupils. The passage runs 
as follows: after Settee the c idrical form 
of the hoof, he observes, “ re appears a 
strong reason, if we consider this cylindrical 
form, for its preference, since the cylinder 


presented to the eye, than the horse’s) possesses the property of embracing its con- 
foot. We shall, however, tnless we are'/ tents more securely and firmly than a cone, 
very unfortunate, establish beyond any/which, enlarging downwards, would have 
doubt, that the predominant figure in the|been in danger of letting the foot slip 
hoof of the horse is that of a cylinder,| through on any strong exertion of the ani- 
though it is, as we have stated, a remark-| mal, as the cone is ever presenting a wider 
able instance, when viewed exteriorly, of| area in that direction.” Now what can be 
visual deception. | more convincing than this reasoning, which 

Mr. Clark was led to the discovery, as he | must carry, one should suppose, conviction 


says in his work on the foot, by handling 
the hoof, and the fitting of shoes to it, for| 
nothing would have been more easy, than to | 
have applied a shoe to it, and fixed it on 
without nails, if it had been really a cone ;| 
nothing more would have been necessary for 
this purpose, than to have slid the shoe on 
with braces by the side, passing up the 
cone, and afterwards fixing it by a lateral 
bolt ; but the form always eluded his grasp, 
and Jed to the discovery, which now to him 
appears so simple, that he wonders how it 
is such a difficulty with others to appre- 
hend. 

That the hoof is really a cylinder, can be 
shown in several ways, the first proof that 
strikes you of it is, that the inflexions, or 
heels, obey the same line as does the front 
line of the foot, which never could have 
been the case if it had been a cone, as then 
the heels would have passed outward and 
backward, instead of inward, as they do at 
present’: this alone would, to the mathema- 
tician, be proof direct of its being no cone. 
The great deception lies in viewing the 
hoof in front ; and our worthy Correspon- 
dent, ‘‘ A Friend to Truth,” takes care to 

ive you this view of it, and this only. 
Those who exhibit their feats in slight of 
hand, and who understand their business, 
will always place their company right in 
front; if they get to one side, success is 
precarious, but the trick is certainly disco- 
vered if they get behind the performer. He 
therefore has shown himself a good tactician. 

The extract from Mr. Clark's work which 
we gave in a former Number of Tux Laycer, 
amounted to lucid evidence, and sufficient 
proof, of its being a cylinder, in a way that 
cannot be revoked, and to which we would 
wish again to direct the reader’s attention, 
without ourselves re-statingit here. To those 
proofs we shall now add others,chiefly derived 
from his valuable labours ; one of the most 
remarkable passages is the following, taken 
from his most ingenious account of the model 
of the horse’s hoof, which is now received 
and admitted in all countries, and in his own, 
excepting one small spot, called the Vete- 
rinary College, and by its dependents, and 
also those who derive advantage by the ex- 





to every reflecting mind. 


We now pass from a consideration of these 
exterior proofs of its configuration to still 
stronger ones, derived from a view of the 
interior of the hoof, where a large share of 
the deceptive appearances on an external 
view are removed. And the first thing 
which strikes us on this interior examina- 
tion, is the regular parallel direction of all 
that beautiful apparatus which, in the horse, 
is matchless, the keraphylla, or horn-leaves, 
which run perpendicularly from top to bot- 
tom of the hoof; and it must be particularly 
remarked, that they are perfectly parallel to 
each other, which could not have been the 
case had the hoof been a cone ; to accommo- 
date the cone, they must have diverged as 
they passed downwards, or otherwise their 
numbers must have increased to have filled 
the greater space. This fact alone is, we 
maintain, undeniable evidence of the hoof 
being no other than a cylinder ; these beau- 
tiful parts would have lost their power of 
holding firmly the coffin bone, if they had in 
the least diverged, for half their force of 
adhesion consists in the attraction of well 
applied perfectly parallel surfaces. On 
looking ali round the inside of the hoof, 
they are every where seen in this parallel 
state. Now can this be a cone ? 


We may also not pass over the simple 
circumstence, that the whole contents of 
the foot, after maceration, leave the hoof 
without any difficul re when drawn out up- 
wards, which could not have been at any 
rate so facile an operation, hed it been 
drawn out of a cone. 

Next, the fibres of the wall of the hoof 
are every where parallel to each other, as 
may be seen when leid open and properly 
exposed, that is, down to the sole ; for after 
forming its connexion with the sole, in at- 
taching itself to which there is Joften a sort 
of yellow, waxy horn thrown out, which ap- 
pears superadded ; and below this horn, be- 
ing nearly or quite extra-vascular, is pressed 
by the weight of the horse often into a co- 
nical shape or are which adds 

reatly to the optical deception accompany- 
Sig this figure, and often gives to the hoof 
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an appearance of being thicker, though in 
reality it is not so. 

Let us now explain those apparent con- 
tradictions they have, rather unjustly, per- 
haps, charged the author of this discovery 
with. Because Mr. Clark, whose views are 
generally taken from a close examination of 


nature, admits, that after the direct or im-| 
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vacuity is beautifully filled up; or to use a 
carpenter's expressive phrase, battened out 
by the lateral cartilages, affording a yield- 
ing bed or cushion, against which all the re- 
gular and irregular motions and impulses of 
the hoof are neutralised and prevented from 
being injurious; and he further remarks, 
that where the cartilages are deficient, the 





mediate box of the hoof terminates, having | want is supplied in a very extraordinary 


passed its adhesion to the sole, it will some- 
times, especially in weak feet, dilate or di- 
verge ; this appearance, is represented by 
these very liberal objectors, as a contradic- 
tion, though it obviously is none ; but it 


manner, by a thick elastic web, which bat- 
tens out the remainder of these parts, and 
is the general filling up or impletive mate- 
rial of the spaces, and which, extending also 
over the cartilages, carries up on its surface 











proves how accurately Mr. Clark bas ob-|the beautiful pedophylla, or perpendicular 


served and described the natural foot. 


leaves of the foot, which, internecting with 


Now, the Srd figure referred to by the | the Aeraphylla, or horn-leaves of the inside 
« Friend to Truth,” is, in reality, taken from | of the hoof, form the most superb, the 


Mr. Clark’s own work, but is also delusive 
as to the form of the hoof, and for this rea- 
son, that the intention was to give a strik- 
ing view of the section of the frog-stay, and, 
therefore, a section is made perpendicularly 
through it, which section, obliquely across 
the axis of the hoof, makes a conical repre- 
sentation. Had it been made —— to 
the plane of the axis of the hoof, it would 
have given a nearly cylindrical figure ; but 
the frog-stay would have been represented 
less forcibly and interestingly. If, however, 
he had been perfectly candid, he might have 
found on the very same page, at fig. 3, 
plate 7, a view, showing the ruptured frog- 
stay, and causing running frush, and there 
the section is made nearly parallel to the 
axis of the hoof, and therefore the wall ap- 
pears hardly visibly enlarging below. It 
will be readily admitted, however, that the 
posteriot parts of the foot, from their gene- 
ral weakness, when compared with the 
front and lateral parts, and from the obli- 
quity of the bars, do not maintair with so 
much regularity the cylindrical figure, which 
will sufficiently explain the appearance the 
plate represents, without at all subverting 
the general plan. 

We cannot help being, in some degree, 
surprised, that these gentlemen, who catch 
at words so readily, and imply contradic- 
tions from them, contrary to the general 
sense of the writer, did not catch hold of a 
stronger apparent instance of contradiction 
in the works of Mr. Clark, viz. that al- 
though he maintains that the hoof isa cylin 
der, he makes it to be fitted with a bone, 
to wit, the coffin bone, which he expressly 
says is conical—how is this contradiction to 
be reconciled? As the explanation is curious, 
and full of instruction, we give it pretty 
nearly as he has stated it, in his invaluable 
work. He remarks, that the coffin bone 
being a cone, and the hoof a cylinder, be- 
tween the one and the other in the upper 
region of the hoof, there would be a void 
space or vacuity, but that this interval or 


strongest, and the most beautiful arrange- 
ment that is to be found in any animal. In 
this way, the apparent contradiction is re- 
moved. Indeed, we confidently state, that 
Mr. Clark’s labours are of that pre-eminent 
order that they are an indispensable guide 
and companion to every one calling himself 
a veterinarian. 

The view formerly given in Tue Lancer 
of the foot, and the cone above it, and com- 
plained of by the Friend to Truth, still 
maintains its ground ; he first calls it a dia. 
gram, which it is not; and then talks of its 
being an unfair representation, but how or 
why is not clearly made out: he next talks 
of the representation of the foot in @ cone, 
as being more to his mind; and, in order 
to indulge him, we here insert such a figure, 
which, if possible, outrages the natural hoof 
in a greater degree than the former 
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Now, as to his figure of the foot, given at 
fig. 1, represented on paper, it is perfectly 
delusive, and for this reason: that we see 
his outline comprehends the greatest swell 
of the hoof, viz. at the bottom of the quar- | 
ters, and the parts of the coronet imme- | 
diately above, or placed over them, will 
necessarily form a sloping or converging | 
line, whereas the proper axis of the hoof is | 
in a line with the fibres, and inclining, 
therefore, obliquely backwards, and, conse- 
quently, almost removed from the sight. | 
As to the objection, that the remark of the 
cylindrical figure of the hoof is to be found | 
alone in Clark's works, we think it no dis- 
paragement to him, but greatly to his credit, 
to have first promulgated this valuable and 
curious piece of intelligence. 


Now this appears to be the whole amount 
of what this “‘ Friend to Truth,” our candid 
eraminer, and who, we hope, is not an in- 
terested man, has been pleased to state. 


As we cannot but consider this disquisi- 
tion, respecting the real form of the horse's 
foot and its structure, of great interest to 
the public, and especially to those con- 
cerned in physiological and zoological pur- 
suits, we shall not mingle with it any matter 
of a personal nature, as the “ Friend to 
Truth” has done, but may just inform him, 
that, from all we can gather respecting the 
said Professor, we sball have much to 
augment the catalogue of bis offences, 
rather than abstract one single point of 
what we have advanced already. We ma 
now discover, that it is not a matter of ook 
indifference, whether the hoof be a cone or 
a cylinder; as, in the one case, it would be 
weak, and let the foot through, and, in the 
other, it would hold it firmly on, and fully 
accomplish all its purposes, though thought 
to be of so little moment by our worthy 
correspondent Mr. Cherry. Since nothing is 
left to chance, so the horse's hoo! is some de- 
terminate figure, there is no doubt ; nor does 
it change, as * A Friend to ‘T'ruth” eppears 
to suppose, because he changes his view of 
it; or that it becomes of a different shape 
taken in front, or seen laterally. Certainly, 
it is either a cone or a cylinder; we say, for 
obvious reasons we believe it is the latter, 
which no view of it can ever change or 
alter; but, as the eye is easily deceived, ad- 
measurement alone wil! ascertain the truth, 
and let him try it. If the hoof were 
really a cone, there would be no need 
of nails to keep on a shoe; it might be 
done by simply sliding it on with stays, and 
bolting it on the sides, as we have before 
stated. 

The smallest portion of a cone or cylinder 
can be ascertained to be such, without any 
chance of error, whether such cone or cyliu- 


SEPARATION OF THE THUMB. 


FOREIGN DEPARTMENT. 





ROYAL ACADEMY OF MEDICINE.* 
29th of November. 
IMPERFORATE VAGINA. 


A ort, 14 years of age, was suddenly 
seized, whilst at a ball, with colic, accompa- 
nied with hysteria; a large tumour was 
situated in the abdomen, extending from the 
right hypochondrium to the left iliac region. 
On examining the external organs of gene- 
ration, the vagina was found to be wanting. 
An operation was performed, which gave 
exit to some thick glutinous blood ; the dia- 
meter of the canal was preserved sufficiently 
to admit the introduction of the little finger, 
and the girl completely recovered. 





HOTEL DIEU. PARIS. 


The trials made at the Charité to ascer- 
tain the effects of chlorine in cases of pul- 
monary phthisis, have not discouraged the 
physicians of other hospitals. Trials of this 
remedy have been made at the Hotel Dieu, 
by M.Husson. He directed that a woman, 
who had been attacked for some time with 
phthisis, should inhale this gas. The new 
remedy did not improve her condition, and 
the patient died. 


HOPITAL DE LA PITIE, 


Dr. Bally has lately employed stryechuine 
internally in paralysis of the bladder, and has 
obtained from its use very decided benefit. 
Three patients have been cured in less than 
a month by this remedy, given in doses from 
one-tenth of a grain, to two grains every 
four and twenty hours. 





HOPITAL ST. LOUIS. 


In this Hosptial thereis a very remarkable 
example of the complete separation of the 
thumb, What distinguishes this accident 
from those which are related in the Memoirs 
of the Academy of Surgery is, that the rup- 
ture took place in the body of the bone, 
(first phaleux,) and not at the articulation. 
The tendons of the extensor proprius, and 
flexor longus muscles, were ruptured at their 
superior extremities. We shall publish the 
further details of this interesting case on 
another occasion. 





der be a mile in length, or only a foot, 


* Nouvelle Bibliotheque, Janvier 1928. 












